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(10) $RT 5JT5fc fcT., TpRTcT 

(11) fct. 

(12) *$FF 

(13) rttoto fcr. 

(14) %THT 

(15) v*&. ^RT $3 TOfejf^d ^ 

(16) *r<m fcT, 

Prato 

(1) arr^.^t.anl %f*Rro xjs qtcffa^ for.. t£.%. 

( 2 ) 

(3) TfcRt Ti^cT kr 

(4) arretM, pru. to ( m % to 3 tot tot t) 

(5) i^f, 

(6) tot ^ f«-^r k^TOcT tjct mi mi, xsM 

(to^ jn^rarrM grcr arfarftcT ) 

(7) 3ft %f*RTO cETOft, TJTRT.TJ 

(8) 3tt| # tfr %te?fr ^ly q ft yR 

(9) faro iz?Aw\-& fci. 

TTT5R 

(1) #?ro cr %f*m^R 3<rf$vif, 4) -cjct, whHI 

(2) %f*RTO ^r€t ^fcR, TOR 

(3) &facM ^.TRTT* 

(4) tj#ETOt xtfMm, erf&fZR 

2. TO^TO TOT 3-fR TORcft % TO ^ftf^T ^ W 5rfct McRT ^?ft <fi\ ^TWRt TOT 4f^TOT, 

sfRftcT, #T rTT^T, TOT, TO^ft, BTTOR, fTOTOf, ^oft, TOTH, TO, ^R, 

f^RRcfe, afR ^TRTTJ ^ 3 1^??T ^W^M/^cTRRff cP TOR ^ ^ 

^eft I 

3. ^nft TO TOR<Pl, McT?p 1 3fr? TOTRcpI cpt Gtfr f^T ITTOTTOft ^ 7T^ eft 

f^R^T 3Rt TOR 28-8-2000 cfcp TRcJcT % fcR WT TOT 8TT I 
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4. URcT % 3Mm ^ ttu^t ^ *ft if gl P for ff ( ^g^TRT ) ^ 

WET $ ^ $^0 W $) ^T 3 WT& oTT^ tcj JTT^T £ I \^TC>t HT^TT Efit TJ3> fxipj 

W % ^T 3 tR fcRfT 7 RT 3fa ^tft 'fFTcT WT f^ir Tjtr | 

McfN ^cilyi^vs % ^ T^.^rR.xrip. Pt., f^ovfr, ^ 

23-10*2000 ^ JTRT '§3TT £Tf fuRtf TfffaR foTtf 3J|$Scf>1 

^t ?rc*fa f^TTT t i % fa ^fa w nfrm 10,000 Mcfti ertRt^ faPr- 

*rf°T ^ ?iHcfi & f^Twr 1 1 j°t wi ^ ^rzfnr wr cj>r ^jt ^r wri % «r?r3 

cIRT^t $ I 

5. 4. ^ # TT^I 3 j*R }ft ttr ^ fl!HI«lcft % jrfcf 3PT^ R 3 TO SRcJcT Wt #cj 7 WT 

% fcP? 3flto ffcqT 8JT 3fR cRT^ 3FF* REfN JR^cT EJR^ % feT^ 3 ftlcP<R, 2000 clef) 
¥1 arjJTfcT M eft I 

6. f^HiEf) 1 7-7-2000 % jtffan JRRT^eft \3rR <$ PrRforf^RT tjtffi ^ RRn«r iTTO ^?:- 
vTfqr^i 

(1) '3'iRTcT 3Tc^eftR V& ^pfcP«R} fcT, { uft T* T?R ) , ^5RTff 

(2) ta: W*TR fa. ( # TRS 

fanferarm 

(1) ^tf^TT, tpRT 

(2) $o*T Efoft, RTHt 

(3) 3rTi£ 3TT^ cbftTcf>c^H #Rf fa. ( cfafa % RTCER ^ ) 

(4) 'fflc-4 TRf If, 6rf^3fZfTf 

Protfpp <i<q>[$ 

(1) Jfa cTT?^, ( cfl?^ 3Tlfe X& ^i^fclcfc ^ ^ fteeft ) 

(2) TfURT^T cf?T ^EemfTR, M ftwft 

aniim* afhr w*Ttrm 


(1) f^r., ^ 

(2) ^RT feT., 
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(3) Wit ftjRRR 

(4) c^Rh 

7. Rfa % foR* 3TTR7W TRlft Rft R?T 3l(^cblR4t Rft 4^ ^ fftnj] TRT 

sft? vjjifx] % Pift 'SR ^r^l^Tcr R$ft, fftRcj?r ^Rr fft?RT 7^ fen ( gft 3 rtt?t -?p?t f^rf rut cjt 
# 7 vjfNr fftftft Rft R3? flfcf Tflft^Plcto tR^cT 3 775 Rft sft I 

8. ?pft $uj><p wt % fep? rr? <Hi4vJiPia7 Tfraif 3-11 -2000 ?ft anftftm 3 ft nft «ft fftRift? 
feP? 28-9-2000 R>t ftfftTf ft^T RRT 57T | \Hl4^Pl<fc TpIcfTft ft? ftRlH 3??p? RJifi Rft ?3Rft? gRT 

nt? ftlRiJcp cwt eft 13-11-2000 ?R? PlRacI 4 SR^cT 377ft, 3RT 3$ft 6TRT HRcJcT eft 
4-11 -2000 ?Rf7 TTcf^ -Sfrti' Ttf ^ ^ <ftf ft, ft 73ft 27-11 -2000 7T3? 3?7lft ft? foTR 

4T^T Tpcfi eji | 

pTRfclte HST TJHRft ft? ft?TH vJtrf^Tcf ft :- 

(1) ^«Wlci 3R<F><ftvr| ft?fftef7e71 feT., ( ftt XT yft ^ _ Tpy^y 

(2) ftRMRTT 7RHT7 feT. ( ft RR ^ ) , ^5ff 

(3) R7T 31T? TRT? fft, ffteft 

(4) ^ftfftRT, wm 

(5) 7ft mi ft?fft3?c7T, ftftfaft fcT., ^.ft? 

(6) ftft RTfft, ( HT^ft 3fTfe Ttf TT Fffc l cfr ft?^, fcft ) 

(7) pT*Rp?ft, fef. r ^ ffteft 

(8) ftftftR foT. , ipft 

(9) aTTfftftt Wft fcT., t^TRR 

(10) cr^R'l <r|«lPsJ1'Jt fcT, 

(11) 3TRpf, ffteft *( cfcfftcT ft? H1HR ft RplPlfftc3 fft?RT ) 

(73) WTR^f ft> ^f ^ftu| 

(1) ^J5RR aicepolft ft? cbPieties feT., ^JvRTcT ^ft^ReT 'ipift?ftfc RTlftfftH ft? 
WT ft RRRTH tK<P|V 1JT7T ftftl ft Rf ^efT efTH^ft t ^fR ^?T ft WRT^5 ft? TRft 

Rft Rr'TRR? % I cPlPccp ftteT ft? 3Tcf[RT, RRpft 3Rft «T^RT 3fR RTRf ( 7p3RTcT ) TRpfr ft 
TTtf^FT Tn^RTf^, cfRftftftaTRTT, ?T^RR ftTpRR^, fttftfftlRH R^r^ftTT^S, fttftlftRR ^ifttftcT 
afR WTqftfftR? R?T ftt fftpTffk efR % I cfHqftt Rft 705 cfRfts ( 1992-2000 ) rrr 
R ft % aft? RTlft? RT7T clWT 1400 cfHpnftt t I RRfftt ft? R?RT vftRgr efft MglpR-jIfr 
R?i?t ^rfteJT 5RT anf^: fft?RT rttit ft I 
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25. 

(2) f^To, ^RTR 3TTCi cRRRft cp ^c||fi|^l cRTOff £ ^ ^FI 

*TN?T if WlftcT ' i fT«I^ *T% ^ ^ t I % T P^fT^: ^fRTR fold if aPRT cfTRf Tff, 1967 3 

ciPlcHl'g if 4> Plcpc ^R if fcfRT I chH^dl'W. RRTR fefo ( TRT ) xft 4f # 
^Rl-^tl, doi'lRd, ihrtWf^s Wctor, % afR RffocfiR ^T ftftHM 3Rcft t I 

4RRft g?r ft# ctwt 400 wfa xffcri & afR ^ft> *trt rwt 1200 # wsm 3 whn fr 1 1 

(3) ifftT#F 4ofRT5^ W if v3#> gRT HRJcT f#J R? 3TRT?r 3TR># % feR # v3ft 

# wt Uti % arft^f mm form l^ 1999-2000 % fair, if fiuq ^ 

3iraTcT ^ RftftcT ari$4 % # % 1 3500 *ft # rtrt m «rf|^vR f^>zrr Rm & 1 

(4) ofWT 1996-97 cT3> TOT afR an^ tffcftEft % <f>'RU| aTRTcT TJcf> Fd TTO 3M- 
? 4* ?t TOT «TT I iff # TRT TJcf ^ +ffaefh ^ofRl^ TO-Uftd cp# # an# ffPTcTT # 
7500 4t.TO cR> WRTT ^€rTRT3TRW^' 1 ft# 1997-98 if ifftrfoH W R T ^S cf>T 

ftRT I fRft TOTTOI ®ft ftr ifeftfeH eraVlS'S ^>y 3TRTTcr sfft-tfR TOT #17, fR# ftq#T 
aroTcT #TRR RR Rf 1997-98 if 7390 #TO Rfl 998-99 if 9269 #to TO> afR 9269 
Rf 1999-2000 if 13500 TO cf^ I tttor 1997-98 if aroR 
'STOTO TO 42.25% 8TT # # 1998-99 3 ef# RfT #T #cj TOTTTO TO 40.96% to> ft|R 
W afR 1999-2000 if RTOTOT TO 59.02% TO? W TOT I ^T 3TRRT 

7 KT ^1^1 % aiRvT 2i u ll ^ T TOT % Rt f^ M'ic^ % cjff^cf> vdc^lcj'T % 60% % 

% afk <Pf t I 

(5) irf^fk chjitn^'S afckT^if vm % ^?h rttrtr I^r ^ 

11 1RI ^ % ^RR if iff^tR % ~WW ifr RFR 46% ?T4) Mf 

tl 

(6) ^Rtfir^TRI ■gjT VJCHICR TT^5 f^TRR prffRTT % f^Rfif f^ '•^{41 vTRT^f W 

if^oft^T cWlxi^-S, ^tRtWt afR cRT#R cR WTR Vllftd % I ^Rlff) qf^RT ^Rff 

^TRt % feR ^ V # W vicMlc; fir«RT aR^TTcT fFRT: 42:36:22 t v3FfWf% ^T 

45:30:25% t I W ^3R^?f 3R^ yfthRi ^ f^l^diaff % wrr t afR t|i>KTfc|ct> WTT^T 

m*>$ arjqRff ^r 3 rr t I 

(7) ^ f^fq- cKjilxlld^RT fcRTTW, iRftcfR ^vfRT^ Rl fcfj Trg> ife 3fRW % ^ if 

FTcTT #, % JRRr M^id cfR^ ^ afR ^ TRT ^ if Wr cTRRR^Rt 11 

ari^!?Me1 #f£t xprs ^5ftRR^R (3Tf ^ ^) ^ iRT T? afR ^itf^R '^pRR XRRRR#e 
4>1Rra irt amtf^ ^ffte (4t aft tft) % w if irRiRR ^fRT ^ g % jrRt Mfc i «il^d 
^ t I WI ^ afR aprff ar^cff RcRJ^f ^>f cfFT % fcR WTRRj 3HT^ 

vJOlW'll RR? 3fR ^RcRT RRtcT ^ ^Tt afR ^f$RT ^%4T % sfRrRt if cJR ^ | 

^ ^fft ^ arsRlRWT if Rwicie % cPRR, ^FRRRT WTKdf ^T TO cf?f afR 
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fftai RT ?BT ft aft 1% $a 3 ^Rtd > 3 Rt itil ftcj Rar aeaftld .TOR ft aaT ft I 

( 8 ) aUcftil TOft *R RefTft RT ?ft Wrftfft'ft'R ft> *Jeftf aft RRtR fftRft ft* 
wi totr ft graft ^caia fftro to Raft ftg RRfta fftfftroiaft aft tojrr graft *jcr to 
TO ft a# i graft rir tosr aft cfr% ft Raa ft? feR ft graft to aft ftft> Rsft ??ft ft? 
ffta^a aa arraR br RRft aft aft & aftifa ( a> ) TOlftfft«)*R ftft crr R?argf aft ftw co^ 
to fc gfR ( rt ) aKfta # grr4 aR aW affc 3icfa«fta aftaft ft fft?cR fftRaB t 1 

fnar wu ft aRfta rr era? ft aa aft4 graa? aft gaaT gnro a? to 3rafft 
ft* fftra ft to aft ftar Rjft aa fftfta fena an Rft> i aftcj TOiaaft aft tor if aft ?Bft 
% fftp? ft gn 4 w ^ff aft aftar aft a? rir-rtr, TOaR grwR a? graft aftaft aft aarar- 
rr rr cta> asa aRar ft ftca $ i ft a ft aa aft ftf^rfta aftRB^ ft* graft aia aft aftaft 
gfteT.98 ft 25968 Ro aft ft TO ft arft 2000 if 16944 Ro/afft ft TO cT*P TOTft aft I 
Bft naa? ^ rmm ^ graft to aft aftaft gfta, 98 ft 26302 ro/ afft ft.TO ft arft 
2000 ft 18283 Ro/afft ft.TO era* Rroft aft fftaft Raft> am aft aft? Ra ft aaiffttf fft^a I 

(9) aRfta arftarawr ft fftsft 6/7 Wf ft 100% ft 35% aa> aft grfft"aafta aft 

ft* am ftft aj^a> ft fftRR aft aR% arram aft ^aR aarft ftg araft gm rTr ffta ft i ^rft 
a^r ^eftf ft> gRT ^fta ft arfftRrP wrraf ft» fftata aft, atRaga ffterr % I 

( 10 ) TOfta fftfftaRnaft % feR wnaft aft RFicr, fftftaR ft aiBR ft> asRftf ft, 
eFTicTR a? 7 # ft I aftf 3 fR ftrfft ft? TOTai fftcriBeT \ r caftgeT, afttfta sfR fft^i aft aftaftf ft 
^TR^cr ^ftr 5 ^ ft I w aftfftafft ft, tot gfR aicRiafta rr r wror Raaftt % tea? 
tor afft^aa aft^r a^ aar ft I ara ft aftaft ft Rrrr fftaaa aft a^fft ftaft a 4 1 aaiBR>n ft 
ywRw TOPcftar ftftftanaT fftr. m ^ ^aa a?aTg grata aaf^a> rtRst aa sgftt ^ca 
1996-97 ft 14,057 r. aft %aift ft 3 TM ^ 7500 wft aft aaiftt agftl aa? aar ?t aar ft l 
Baft aaaftt % am % 3 trr aft |ft r?b am aR fftar ft I afttftlftftRr, afr ffr a?ft aa? 
grfftRxp ftafter aT, ftt a^wraj ftf aar ft i ftTOi^ aa 3 rt g?sa ^aia arat^ ftcftfftaro 
aftRiB^ % ^eftf ft 2580 r. aft ^r?rr ft aftro Raa ft 1850 r. aft ^ 5 a fftaa^ fftcnft 
<ft i br RRjft aR?pa % stafta, afttftffteftR aft aftt tot aa saw TOfta TOTaaft % aft- 
to RiftaBat % rm aaiftt tot tbt ft gfR aaft> TOarftta <aa?iR^i aft ftt ftftk aftft 
arraraa ftar wt ^bt ft I 

(11) ^fttfaj gfR grftfftaft fftfftataT3ft aft gfR ft Rrrr aro ft l aftf % 1999 ft> 
aaa ft fttar RcR aft ft to 5% ff^ aft graafta RBa ft aft i br aftft?aftaRR ft afftnia- 
RTRa ^fta ft fftafaaft ft aaft ft ft to 3 raft aftaft aft 15 aft Raft to? aa? to to fftai i 
BR nan? fttror atfrpfttroa taa^iRa^ r? ft aa^ to f^aT i 4 rt fft br ?rt aftar 
aar ft, ^fta sfR grftfftaa ft ^eaf ft jto aftt aft aftft gnaa aft ft I 
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(12) aTTTOfcTR 3«fteftR TO#m?TO Wf TTTO? 3 TO#R ^RT ftftftcT #TOT # 3 TOTO3 
13# HTOT # JTOtR ft#TTO 3 I ft## TOI# # #TOR 3 *ftc£ TORTOtRTORta ft # 3«ft#R 
«W)'flu's # 3TT$3 TO7 # 3 f33TOR Wit #7 *J?3T affaft ftft*3dl3Tf #, # f# y iflTO # 
IcH? TO#T 3 afa f#3t 3 3t TOTOTR # ^TORTOT # Rft #tf 33R an## R# TOTO# 3 I 

(13) ^ TOTOTR#t to TOt3$T TO#TO #r 1997-98 3 70% 3 1999-2000 3 60% 

ft? RRT 3 I 

(14) #T?#tJc13)W#t?^T7cT 3T# f^EPTHT TO# # TORTO RR3 # Rf#RT 3 3 

3lk TOTTO TORRtftTO # am>IMRR> RRT ?3 3 I TOR eft 4| R#3ft3R TORTOft TO#R # fTO TOR 

aeift srt arrroft 3 ^3 # tot to# 3 i 

(15) 3ftt TORftft TOtcT #1J#XTcT3lW#^tToT 31# TOTTTO 3t*R ft# # 

oTPTcT # 313 c# % f#R TOT# oFTOT TOT # 3 I aTTTORTO fttpTO M u ll# 3TRRTRR # fttgcT 

# cTPTcT TOT RR3 3^ # R 3t RcT gRT 90 #||RTd ft^cT TOR! afR 31 R?T Ref gy^ 3Q ^rjT- 
TOT # TORT # TOlNRI # TOT #t 3 I 

TOR# # 3RTTRT RTO 3TR RTO f#. # ftc# 3 ftTOftifa c I Rt3 R# 3 > 

(1) tot# to33Mrt tot? 1995-96 3 ?jto f#R to? 3 afR 3eft3ft r3rtos, 

4#3to 3 RR R#R 35TTOfRT^5 # TOgRTOTRTO # f#R TOTftrf f#R RR 3 I RR# TO#3cT 

totot to arteror arjqRT totPRt tort aft? 3 riI#ci tort# to? ft3? rrto 3 I rr# tototr 
TO arjTOT RTf#R 3TRTOTT3T1 TO ft3? #RR ftRT-2 3# 3 I TOT# TOT 3##R TO#TT?^ TO #t| 
##R TOn#T R# 3 afR TOTTO TO’Jof RTOTRR ftTO TOTTO 3 I 

(2) TOTTOT TO7RTR SKI TO# ft?TT ft## # aRJRR TO#T 3£#3RRRT TO \JTOTRR TO 
f#TO TOTRT 3 I 3 TOT# TOR! # 3TR33R # TO # 3 3#TTcT # TOcT TO? 3#cfft 
TOfTO^ #t a3? # TO # 3 I ^TT# ##TTTO<TTOr f#J#T 3N TOefr 3 TO?t3 TO#3f3#RT #t 

TOTTO TO 10% # 55% cfcP 3#3ft TOfRTf^ TOTOTOT TO 3T^TTcT TOTTO 3 I TOTt#ft#RT TOTTO 
1997-98 3 14500 3t. TOT wft# 3 1997-98 3 18550 ?TTO TO ‘Rf # I 

(3) ftro# #r to3 3 to# 3 3ftRfft to#o?to to ftroft #t f#ro 3 l ft#R anrocr 

# TOTOT 3 3ftlcfft TOfRTfTO #t 1 0000 3t.cRT TOTTO TO TORT# #t TOT TO# I 3fSR#T TOTTTO- 

#t TOR# TOTftTO aflTOcT TTTf^T 3?ft 31.TOR ( 3to3 ) 3 # f# 3T3cT 98- ^R 1998 3 
25660 TO., igro# 1998 - f #TOTO 1998 3 27050 TO. eft TO 3TR^3r - f#TO«R 1999 3 
19020 to. afR an3 torr# - to# 2000 -3 17180 to. rrt ito r 3 l 
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(*!) vJwVil ilr 

(*P) for., -fg$i 

(*s) wit tci., 

( 7 t) o^Rh fcr., 

g?2RTOT IWolftsRT ^TrT <p£t % :- 

(1) ^ MfcFr ^ jratwaf t w afhr 4 fazrft % f^r? 

IfRT f* *rgcT wi! IcTCJ Tjq? 3^4*3 % I ^ if 

^TcW WTO 3f[Y *F$t sfrnfofi % ?efF3T % fePJ TRJfP ftcft t I afmM ^\ JTpfcT W 
3 ^GRt ^ ^ TOTT WI ^TcTcT TORT t ft) 3frW WTO grfrp q t qfcf 3 £ I 

WJW WWt 4>T cTFTcT SWft f4Rmtu| TOTT l^cT 3 $ ft? vR% W*fr- 

TET 3 lt <Jr[ if TO BRffi WTcT 4 Y 3 fFjft f^ vff I 

(2) W<fal Wl %> Sm^TO 3fk FT^cJ ^Hcft cWT aidVf»sJto ^Hdt 3 ^ ^ WWW 

f^resc^r h: tim *r 4f$jetto wrt 3 aiftwfptR ?t ^ % i wt 

52.57% sfk TOtTO ^etfj 44 3f1Mw W<tft eTPTcT WTTctt *R W ?p$T sftST ^|7TT v5ft ft> 3RT- 
#trt wirc % wdlxPiafr % ftp? m if wftjd ^rt i 

(3) 'd’lSpt 3Wtt SFHdl 'J^KI 444 4»:4 % tRc^ v5Cj)- , l 44? 4T4 4RlctR cfcfRT^S 4>t 

W4>t wt ^ 4^1 4R ^Tcp t f^RT^r wt arraRi <rc f^rfo ?Rt w % I 

(^l) tta'RjJta feT., 4$ ftcvtt 

(i) ystTto 44 fcrrfacp mm^\ % 3nw 1994 ^ arj^ XIX to vattw 4Y 
*i43fldi & I arje&4 XIX cpr ^t- l f^ft ^?t cpt aimidcpictln ^i^i 4 ^ adte? jrtT 

WcTT f" 4>t4 TT^n BcW 'JIT '?tt^ JTfrlwft ^57 3[|i|lc1 'd'McpI ^tWr ^d4t 3Tf^f4> Hl^T 
?t WI % fcP W 3H4Td v3>fi drMl"c| % t|^ '3RT^4^t 4>t T Ptt? arfcT Hg'di ygl % | f4^ft 'dqR 
SKI Tf ^ YTTf^ s[TFZRTT3lt 4? W^T 3fk 3F^t FTSTIT W 4> R^- 

1WI #ft ^if^ I Yaitw Pl4Hlc[efl 3fa EIRT 84t ^ HTw4t g»t ciJl^i t Rcf TFRI 
^TR W ^Hsfflc) IR XIX cfTt RR if t I 5WR, £7RT 8^t #5 ^cft # f^ 

cTCtJ ^ 3TRRI ^ ^ cffi£ ,,H ?cptt 4l^FT Rr5H'' ^ #tt ^ ^i^d W4T 3im?Icp 

t f4? W 3R^t ^EIERTW % dRu|IH>KI*>M afl7 ^FT^fl^ 4? 3T?fRT TO SKT WRZRTT3lt cf) 
wm ^ wrt ^an t i ?tt4 ?rm 2903.12 % ai#d sn^ 4Rn ^ffercftR cmRis^ rr w 
4T?t ^ aiRIcI WIRcTT cp 3T#7 ^ «TT 4^tfcp ^ffSlot^T ^P 3TRRI ^ 

’TFR ^ «nRcTT3Tt 4> M cp «tt f^RRt fcp TJP^ff YTTpIcI t ^ 
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fftRft 3H^r wtt m> ft? cfjRur ftt qftt «ft qqff% anqTeT ft ^ qfq ft fflr ft> ?ftft qftuiiH^r- 
WT «ft ^fr 1% qftcj MWl 5KPJ^ q# qft uTT qqftl v3qqft ¥TeTHfft¥[eT «mi ft ftt arfftqj qqft 
4Rft % TOvip q^ grn qfq qftf qft ^TT TTqft I 

(2) ftqq fftftftf aqftqq ft) qrftr qm aft? anqrefi qft qftqq ftftf q? fftqn? fftntT 

wt qrfftq 5fi?T ?5ft>qq wfttuft tTOfr eft? q? qr?T q? anqrftcT qqftqiftt ft I arraicff qft qftqq 
q*p ftto fftqq ft I qq* m q? ?jfftf?sm ftt qnq fft) qf5?r a^qra w qft f?ftfetqf, qftqqnrfarf 
qft anTORPerraft qft ^?i q^ft qft \3qqft uRRTtaft qft qqft ftr qqqoT qftej vj?ftq qft arqqfteTT % 
WOT ft eft qft ftftt? STfft qq TRH qq ftt qftf TF W[ I 

(3) qftcj ^EJtn qft fftqft ft) mRhioi ft ftrciqci qq ?R3 q# q#m ft I 1999-2000 ft 
W ^fq? ft 8% qq WT ftftt? del eft qqT eft^t tffeT qq ?tftrcRP ftt qftt ft I qRtrq ft qftej 

^Eftn qft atqft im ft ^nfftrq ^tst ^an qqffft) q? «Rm qq 100% ft ftr arte qq ftwT- 
eFT qR ?ft ft aft? gqftW ft ^ ft) aftftftqft at^TTeT ft qftcTft qR ?lft) q fft> ^^fcRr fft) 
qffteT anqTeft ft ??tft) qTW ftq? qft qCTUT I 

(4) tftcj qftftT 5T?T ?qftqR qpqr qft fttn ReTeT anqftftleT qft qft ft I 1999-2000 ft 

ftfacftq qtft?r^S qft ijfft q? v3eRlft qft qftqcT ?R qftReft q? 3tiq>lcRT qft qft ft Rq ft R^HeR «ft 
^ft % qqr ?fftt eRftqq qftf ft I Tjfft q? ^eT?lft qft qftqq fftftftel q>?ft ft? fftR arfteT 1999 ?t 
%qq?, 2000 etq> qrReT aft?TeT ?ft 3TTft ^ qftqq qft eHT fttqT I ^eTT?-qqTq ft) W ft 
2000 qft qj^anq ft ftfttfftrq qviWi^ qft qftqft «t^er qrq ?tqq ft) ffttq fftft I 450 arft- 
fftqft ^TeT? Tiler ftt.^T qft q? ^t fteftfeH q#?T^5 qq aiRTeT Ift^IT aft? anqm ft) feP? ^fft 
qftqq q? armi ^r qftqq q? ar^Ri fft^n an I qfft ?sftqrq ^qr arlftftrqq qq> arqtftsq ftqq 
ft) ^qqq ?ft anft ^mer q? arrarf^er t eft q? qft aqqfftq) qin qfqrqqr I arg- 

xix ft) artftq ?eftqiq qqftqiift ftrqeT v3?T ?q qq) afl? \3efft qqq efq) ftt qif^q fftr?rft 
f% q? qftk fifteT qft fttqr ft 3mqT ^ETT? ft I eT«ft qft $ ftftt? qrfft ft ftt qftl W qeftqq ft 
?w fftqjq ^?q qft ^rt ft ^jfft q? ?jeT?Tft qft qftqq q?ftf arfftq) ft ^rferq ftt?q qftej ^?ftq 
U?r ftfq qft qft ft afNr qft qnftt ?qrft qft awqT ?5ftqrq qjeqr atfftftqor qft qftft anq^qqqn qftf 
ft I 


(5) ?qftqTq ^cqr IftqqTqcft ft) fftqq 5(2) (ftt) ft) aP 5 ?TT? ?5ftqTq ^eqr 3T$rftqq ^ 
ferq anftqq qR ft) ?rw anqrer qfeRqqf % ?qer qqq?RqqT fttoqT ftg fftR qq ?ft qqrftf qT 
M eel I fft el qt^HTaft qT qtftf ft) qtft ft tftq?R ?nfftd ftRI qTlftq I ?qftqrq qqfqrft ft qfftcT anqTeT 
qq?q> ftlelT ft q fft) ^cq/qT?eTq ft ^q qft "?iqef'-' fm ^TTcTT ft ftpqr fft> qrq fftrq qq qT anfe 
'Hglqell fftq ijdft, vft TToRT TJeq qjft RTft ft, ft) fftqfteT ft I qfft 11 ,990 ?o. ftfq? ^T ft 
afl? ?n 23,734 ?). qft^; ^?ftq qft ftfqr afttSTT ft ftt ??T qft tjtt qr?ft ft^ wqf qft ?pqqt- 
qjq qftTO ft fftrqfftreT fftrqT WT qifftq | ftj ffteiHR ?q? qft EqH ft ?^?ft 6317 

>R. qfft ftr.^q qft ?Ieq) ?T?qrT ftfftf qft ft I qpqft ?Rqf ft, erniftfaR ftRqT ft qR ?T qR 6317 
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>5. gft ^ gg> RFM ft ggft Rpft ^ETrf%Xf Rs|j>> 3)|^ggft gft iftvjf’Tr ^RT 7T% % 

ftt gtf ft I gTRig ft ^RT f^V RT Rft f^ftt ftr 5RRT ft RWT 6000 R. 
cW ftt vRTgft W1 gft oTFTcT RP g ftt Rfrftt Rt yfftmt ft ^g gq^ % fftp? 3 Tpmg> ft I 
g?vg> 3j“R ggRR ft % gftr g gftgig viHNm Rig wr gR ftY rf? 

g. fftgftrgft ft> ’jfegftR 


(gy) xrfttftftgT, jprt 

(1) gt gRftk gggfftftt tjrrp aieRcftR tju® ftftftgRR f^rfftfts( gft tj 

ftt T?eT) cMT &«RKR W? fcrfftft? ( ftr XRT TJer) £RT ftsftfoRT gfttVT^S ft? 3TTZTTcff W 

gjoR 3i%ftqui gg fftftsi ftfrgT ft 1 

(2) vR?fft RRITcr 3fWf ft ^ ft^T ft 1999-2000 fty cfRRf OTmfcRT 

% giRR ftrR gRfrg ft 1995-96 crcn 1996-97 ft grp ft 1 gfvftrd ft gRftYg giRR ft> 
ijgy cwt gft f^rfftcT gRciT ft cwr g? ftgiR angiftf gg fftftR arcft w? ft> ftftgra gft ggr>? 
R9ft gg jhh ft 1 

(3) TRftft gRT ft 1% ’TRcT ft ftftfleH % v3cMI<jg ft 1996-97 ft 

1999-2000 gg> 47% gft gft ft I ft $gftt gftt ft ^ gftgftt ft? gft 

fftgfft gft gggwrgy ftYngn fftgT ft I 

(4) gftseTT ft 275 srftRgft ^rr gfftgg ftr Rift T?q> ftgft ^ ftfrr xj?g gftt ft 

ftt x?tftfftHi gft v>iHtt»Fft ft ftr 3Tsigr Rwgg gft RgfSr % gYgg gRg ft wit? ft? fftp? ^cftfftHi 
srt iRjg> fftRT w ftr I ?jftg ft ( ggftg, snft ftY Rift xrt- gR aft rr fftftft 28 , 2000) 

fftgfg fft>g gx? ftsftfftR gRtR^s % fen? gftgn giRR gftgg 370-430 Rftfftgft ^r, gg> aft ft 
gift ^ftg ft ftt ft i gftgH ft g? 400-450 Rftfftgft ^tpr gft ftt snft ^ gyfeRT gft 
ijfft xr vjfRjft gft Rpm % gng? ftftft I ^ gftgg gft Rg ^fft ^r ^Rift gft rfr ft gfftgf^cr 
fftRT ggj fti gjr Tpjgft affftg? ft fftRTgft gRcftg gprrggft ft gftlfftd fftg>g ’jeg fty gyg ft ftpr gft 
ft I Wfft 1999-2000 fty 1727 ftt.^g ftsftfftR gg fftgfg tftrgr I 

(5) gRfttg vTcgrggft §rt aiNiRid gTcT gft ’jfft g>r g?RTt gft gngg gft j i u mi ft 
ftrft gg wrf, gift g>r grft gpgT ft ft^RR gg fftRRTRTftsm gsg fftgftgwrgy gftgft, gpgg ?rfft 
3iwi 3Trgrg gfftRT ft fftxftg rfr, 3RmT f^fcRR 3T«igT rtcr gRft g^ft gggftt gft rfr Rftr 

wr gft gggftl ^rt g? ^gug wmci fftRT ript ft , gnfftR gftf iftRi ggr ft I 

(is ) ftrrft snf # anft ggft?- %fftgRR 

(1) gg% ^?qTg gft ^gftlg geg #^gg jRngg fty fftfftgM (65%) Tjrft ftftft- 
gRR (25%), ^t?j g#g ft fftRgftg wjgftf (5%), ftt^gefg gftg ^lyf^g, ftggR ^PfgRR, 
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RHlfM JRiWi^l, Ml f%faM gRlfa % ffa? amjffa fa Mf fa I 3fp fafa JM M 4 
fa% qqqi 4Rfa % ffaqjqR fa ffa? fat srifa) fa qqfa % i 

(2) Mffa 1998-2000 fa faqR qRR fa M FT5TT fa fafaffaq 44 

f^RrfcT ffaqt : 


fa 

«fe4> (efadi fa) 

^gq 

K 

fR 

1998 

3118 

1054 

4172 

1999 

4886 

1694 

6580 

2000 

2749 

831 

3580 


( aRRcT, 2000) 


(3) ^faq SRT ^qfa Rrfaq fa ffa 7[TT ^rrejTcff fa fafafa ReR t fa? qfafa 
farq> (qfami) gi^rr cirrM srRrm fa sffafa qqiq qfar fa «rrq fa an^rrcr qrarfa fa ffafa 

W FT arcpn ffadR WPZ cfRfa qq 3 lffa>R Rfa t I w 3 TRtq % ^fatq fa facj ffafa 4 R 
Ft fat t fa? gfafa fafaffal deltas qR?T fa RTfcTT «HT qFT t, IfaMcT R 4 fa Rfafalfa fa I 

(4) W4)[ ffa*JRT fa ffa fafaffaq qfa?I^g % 3iraTfat % WT ifacj Rfal fat fatfa 

wfcr qfat fa far Mr m qfarrq 4j?q> qfaq fat, pTwf xifam fat rfrt qq, 
fa ffa ^ope qiq ^ faqfatq aftq qfafaffaqjR fa?f fa, 3Tfal&q q£?5TT q^R <faqi I 

(5) CHlfaqfaf gRT 5R^cT fat ■qf gqfaHlfaNd faRHT R^fTqRT qj?SlT % Ml qfaf 
fa1 qqfa etrt ffaq ^htMti qq qiqi Mi qqr % fa q@fa far ffafaM far fa areim fafat % 
W-W fa? R^TTeR fa qtlSJRR "fa fa ?fa ^IRf 44 Wit I \Rfa> SRT fatfat T lfa 6739/- 
^o fa) qjqiitT qfa ?JeRT fa EjfaoJ Mfa §RT Wl4lH fa RR cpT RRT 1800/- qio fa 2300/-R. 
Mr fat fa Ml aqq fa q? frsifa fa ffaq qq^ qqsq t fa ^wnffaq Mfit, cpfeq del q?r 
qrqi^ % faq, ^ ^R? ^ amriqi t I 

(6) #qr ?jc<n tM, siMraq fa eirt 8^T % afaq Mr fa aimw t qiqq 

"dfaq ” qr^T 3 qq siRTRi qfa ^3n t i facj Wrq fa qfa? fact fa w facr 

^ fa qfa % I fafTT fa 5R^cf faqr t 4R^4 3 fafal 100% fa faM fa fi^RT qq 
M 4R fa t I qRq ^ arTfafar fazftfaq cfaRi^ fa faqfa A fafa qfaqf ^r fafa fa ffa 

t I faqfa cfjfa qTH fa faqq fa? ^ M fa qfq qq 3qr^ % 3mjR qq qRfa % I ?TeT fa 
4iddi*q fa fa afafa faqfa fa qfa qfafa t 4F ?nfa qy^ fa ffaqqq faqfa % argqiq t I 
q%q ^ qMT fa qfaq Mfa % qnei-qnei fa M fa faqfa q>q ft fa l fa faq) fa am fafa 
t qsq Mfa qfafa fa faqfa fa q^r fafa fa fa I 
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( a ) tjyt 

(1) TOT aft YHaft fteftfcR acftYIS* aft fftffft ft 'Hl^dY'^ TOTY 3Wai fteftfePT 

Zvr)'tiir§ ft? ^ vkurcafti aft aftf My 9# afwft aft TOaa M t l 

(2) TOT aft WTaft fftafa aft aftaft ftftT4T/ftftfft?a? fta 3 fMcT WMTY aftM ft? 
3PJWT eft 3flY M 3T?1ft ft? ftWa Yjfta ft? 4MTY ft ?JH4ft aftaft Slffta? eft | 

( V ) ft*M? aft, vMft 

T RT 4 Weft ft- ( 1996 >ft 3TW, 2000 cTa?) ?Mft TOT aft fteftfcH 4cftY r frg 
4?T fftafa M fftWI ft I ft ?YT M aft Yftta?TY M a>Yft fft? a?a #lftf W fftaft a?Yft? ‘ HKcftjl 
TOTY aft TOTWYYT TOt ft ft pRjfdaft ft YMja? ft I 

( ^.) fftafaa? YRWft ft? 

(^) Mft WTYEHI an cfTMTTT, af fftM 

ftaft ft? Mr ftftM ft? arjfriY ftw aftft mm M ft fft? ftfa Yneft ft 
TOT aft fteftfePT aeftYT?^ an fftqfa fftWT W 1 

(w) ai?4H 

(1) TOT eft fteftfeR aeftYT^ fET » fftftcT ftt YftfftcT ft I 1995 afft 
1996 ft TOT eft fteftfcW efcfkj^s an agn a?n fftafa f3TT I amaft, 1997 ft aft, 2000 cT4? 
fteftfcPT afttYI^5 an eftft fftftcT Hftf §3TT I 

(2) YSftnRT WTlftt eft eTPJ a?Yft ft? YTftW ft Yftftrft nY fftai WNTY YPTcH ft? 3PJ- 
ftw % aramftr ft? 3T#T fft?ftt ftt TT4?rY ft? YftftRI ^ea? 3{fftftw ft ft W 3?ffta>R YYfft ft fft? 
wrft tTYTHft fePTT W? I 

(a) Tjftftfa anftm, aft fftaaft 

(1) fte: (aft a ft ftt) 1994 ft? 3pJEE^a xix ft? Spfta WYcT eft YftfaRf Yfftftt 
a>l4dl^ 4?Yft aft t TPpTcTT ft aft "acTO fftfta ft? WaTcft 4Y StNIrfebleftn eHftdl^" cTSTf YftftTft 
tr fftjg settyty ftwr aft Ya^ a?Yrir ft I ft araETH fft^ wnty yttot ft? ftaff aft 
snaraaacfta MRRftfcift ft Yftftna arrftarftT a?Yft ft? fei^ a# 3 t^tyt a?Yft t w wdta aft 
va? fftfftiai wua, ft? 4$m anaiftf ft a|ft^ ftftk arfftr arwaTwa? waftf ft ^ttyt w Yrft? I 

YSffaTa vjHia ftjcjei qftl aipj fft?i? anft ruffta ^61 aftY aft4 wrra vdfftd wftld a ftftTT ftt I 
3Faen Yaftaia waftf aft eTT^ a?Yft ft aaNTY ft ftftk amtfft ft? Ysaft, aafteaftk earmY fftwa 
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3fR *R 34PTR viMl# # 5T^ Rfdl 4 3GRRt cfft #R eT ^TT^TT I 33R HRR^lfcIill 4 

W ^Nldcmcfl'l <Pl4qi^l eft RlcR^dl d Sf#d ft# ft, RR#d 33#d # 7TT RM #7 33fad 
3TRJTcT irfcPFTOf ft ddft # fcT? 'TSlfaFT 33RT# # ft^RTR 4 ffttdTR dft f^CTT 33TPTT 

dTfftT 3RJdT dft f^TT ^TT Rd>dT I 

(2) ytsftm ^mrt ftt #4R $ft ^ feR hpj fadr # # wik id# 

^TcT dTRT 4 #7 3># H^f^ld# 4 3TR1RT f^RTT 35TTcTT t faz# 33d dft| dftWi cpt # 33# 
TF&K # 33cdT# cf >I 33cMldH cR# ft 3M4T JRdSTddT afc R ^fgjlcHeh 33ddft 4d 33dTldd cp# ft 
3# d#7 ffffcT W\ ^9cRT ft?T dft | 3TT#k3 fftd# # 3T^frrf 3fT#d ^ TJ£ Tjjyj £ ftp iTRcfk 
f# ftftleH £1# Hill'S % 3TTdT# 4 #ftfcH dr?il ^ I § %S # 333 dR <ft eft JTCJTf cRcTIfT 

^r cpt 73crt fcf f^rr % ^ cri 3& ^nfircT dft cptrt i m#k> ftf^Tr ft fftfftr ar qftdi 
3g^rr #7 difftdi # %- #q#d w ?7t m % fftdftf cpt zrdftd dft r?# f4#t zpz fftjg 
&INiy # rT3T T TftWld 3ppPd % 3T^ftd 4( 1 ) ( # ) $3 cp#7 aftteTT # 3RJ7TR, # cp^dl ft 
H "ft#7 arfcr ^ 3^ 3g|cft # fftmTddT <pt fft#7R crszrf # otejr r ftdi d f# cPrt anftft, 
3Rd># 3T2RT <^4# TFdTddT ip 3HSJR 3R | 

(3) R^tYrTR \3Mt4l # RPJ ^v# % fcR ( VRT# RNTcR3Tcfk IT^rfcT ^3[# ^TT i 

3mn# 4 Wm arRikcp 3 ttcrw it# t i arRrkr # % f^ itrct srt jr^i rmct 

3tN 4 ^FT Jt^R # IcfRft # f3kf# # ^ f I Cf4 1999-2000 # ^T3? 13,500 #. 

% 3ilcf>4 3TT^#f gRT iWJcT 3Jcp Rlcffepf f afR cj fc}T# Rffif 31^ f#RUT gR[ R#^cr 3#t 

t I <#Sell ^ sJ'fd gRT 3R^cf RTcf^ ( 10.247 #. ^T ) 3tW 3lkc}3 RfFIcf f # f# WTvII 
^ ^ I 7f# rtcr! # # # 1996-97 12,302 #. # rrttcT rtrt # gem kf^cr ^ 

# 3TRn?ft $ #5i ^ ^if# I ^ 33c4r<iH # 3 arrai# # jifct?[ddr # fikr 

3dT3T ( 1996-97 ^ 79% ^ 1999-2000 59% clef? # Rixicie ) zr? «)dldl ^ 1# 33# Rcrfst 

% #7H 3FRJTdt #t ^cRT ^ 33WIRT 3 cf# 3lkcf3 £ | R# dW d# cfl Wid 

^ 1% f^dRT#d 3fdk 4 31TdId # #dd l 1dtm dNI 4 dd 3# ai|4) J l ^ Zf^ xfTdT f^3 Zf^ 

fcf^cr ?r 4r irfciRRtd Bi t f^RT^ 33 dm # tt# 33 ^ 1 ^# #t jnrrf^d f^an t 1 
3TeTraT #4> died % ^>4 4, f^?tw? I# dcMR # f#J, kTfcfd cfTT RZsf sfdPTT iRTT ^ I 
3TF#t RWT 25% i # ip frz#T ^fT ^ t f#3# #3# #53 ZTTdT % 

HR it cf# #gfcf3 f | 

(4) Rffa# apR # 1^3 ip 3^ZRT A 3#|fd t f^3 STRTTd # 33 #q # 

■Rtk «rk RfNr r®m 3rj#?‘ erf^ #t anm^ # i 3334 ^ ^ t#r ^ ^ 33 ## # 

f^frT A 3#5R # XT^ R#juf # M t i #m RRR CR# # ^rRT $ d? R##d ^3# % 

4^d 3RR fefRT RZfT t f^> #cT d#3f # 3tU(R I Htj l Pt^ l cfr ( 3f#inzf ) cR f#cf# 

#RR # kETRt 3R andlf^d % 3^#f4^3R RJTTTcRRZsf ^Zs# |3T ^dR1#d 3T4k 4 RRfT# 

# #dd) $ Rizmc #7 33dTTd#t CRT 4MR #r 1997-98 afR 1999-2000 4? 4k 

10 % cfm tjzjt | #R #, 5 # t#4 4 -^fp J#^ itrTT t f# 3 #str ##P# 4 Rf dad c# 
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aratcFTT 44 % f<P RdTRft 4? foR TTREfptf <4MK if 3fR 44*1 |ff 3mf?J 4> 

4kH Ej4^ vJcM 1 c;c}o‘f Tfff SHTcTT dqiflkldl if 4^ t I 

(5) 4eftfeRf 4 cTRT^ 344T?fl 4 ?4T 4444 4 3fR 44f dkf^fcRlI 4 4^1 t 

1% eR^ v5d-flq4>] 44 44k 44 ^sfcRT 4gf ?t I 4Rd4 if, STR^PT 4 4 t£T $ ftp RdR if 

3TJ3te Xix ^ft 4 4t 41, 1994 3fR ^arPTRJt %> fcR 14*4 WTCR 4WT 4> 4> 3ftfl4 

44 Wff 3TTcR^ dftRkfM 4k %JHFT d41 t I 34414 if 4F iff f4dR f?fR4 & 
1% RffWiq Writ 4 Re % 3TTcT44?f gRT 3rg^PT f4>4T 441 4 ?$44T4 ^m4f 44 Sfdf^d atffeRkRT 
4# 4kn 44ffcp y^rr ^ srfskr 6 4 41 df ?r4 giff ^ | 

(4) f4«b4 

1 . (1) 44 4^ RFIcl % gRTRtcTf 3?R eRcJ WT1444, q4l4chdi/344ld4>, Rpqfcf4> 3jk 

fagfcT 4R4 cflcff TR44R1 4> R4T41 44 EZfFP^cfJ 44T 4 I f4f4vf 4?Tl gRT fcR RTT 3f4Ja| afR 

^Rf ^Scf iRFff gif 414 f^PSfRt if A3rf%RT Wd R ^Rf fcfTJir R4 %:- 

(2) Rift 3pq ^ R Weft 4R4 4 4gR RT 3R TR> gRT 4W 

JTRte ^ r RTFf ikrr yngwp t I 345 r 4 gRj ^ gjen f^n ijm 4 44 3n4gd 4 3 rj 

EltcJ 3741444 44 TfftkfeRT 4R4 44 3lk kkf ^ gl4 % 4T4 vRpp gRT 41 4^ dJERff 44 
'{41 ^d 4R4 44 44| 5TRTE41R ^ ^ I ^fT f^RT 4 R#4 Rfa ^ 4 r 4 4 ^r4f4cf TfftWI ^c«P 
f^raRTcTGfl 3lk E34H 3n^<T fcpRT t ^ft gReff ^ f4> 3IT4RT if 5R^cT RTCT 

wfcJcn 3fk ^ikmT d^n f^Rrn 6 sfR 7 ^Rnf4 if f4%d 344 rt eei 41 Hfrarn ^'4 i 

(3) ^ ER \jf^Td Tnq ^ f4RR TOTTFI ?Je4J f^Wdefl if 4Rn f^> 

f4dt REfT %, yfiif Ef)1 wfspqi ER f^ETR 4RdT 3TRRW gRn | TEftdRI ?fetp pNJdldcfl ( ERf 

E>ff ^1 f4?THRRft ) cPT 5 Rf vJfRf 3TRTf EERf RsHeJcT t, if TO^feT t 1%, 

"^RTT fcp (4) if Wff^T t, % 3TRM dglpl^lcp TfgYT eRg 3RRTf 

'tH'Cdqi gfrRd41 4? eR^ vsdliqcR' 3TaRT \Jdq>1 afR R feiRdd afl^gd 5TTRT Bl4 R EJF 
f^wlfld efRif efT fcfTT |4 j Rep- cR^ tp 3Tf^EE HT^fT if, 3Rftd 3f8M eRcJ v3cdl r T cR {JeiHf if 
arfaep 3fRTRT ^r eRfj vjetRt cR RifR 3RT4T 44k erfet 4ff strret 41 Rtmudi 4r 
3fr?kr 4 feR vfjRT JTR«T 4^4" I 

(4) ^ RRfd" 4kfT ^e?E 4kq> 3Tf4f4Rd, 1975 4f 6IRT 84 4 kFdfcffefcf 
WT R qR'dlf^d f4gT 44T | I 

"eRcJ Refkl' 44 3Rl t f4 (1) 44> RRjR 44f R 44^ 3RJ4T 4Rd 4 44^ 
d4l JlfcRd^f 4Rg (2) kRT44 4RcT 4 cR^ 3fsm "PEReRJT fffcRRft 47^ 74^4) 

Raid'd 4RR 4 44§RT 4RI % WTT44 44 4RT ddfeLd 4RrfT gt I 
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(5) Prr 5 ip reJPt HPiRi^ict? ft arften ftt Riftt ft fft rtcRr 3 fftt rt 
ftt ^roiftcTT, tratoT er qftaRT ejft i Rfr 6 ft ft fftgR fftj rt ft ftt ftra ftt arlftwRR 
EjRft fti 


(6) 5R5R 3TTft^T ft tjftcJ xjftftr gRT 3TOerr XRTftt ftfc ft 5R^f xgjERT ftt wfteff 
ftft i qrafemr ft> qftaRT ft ^ ftk rri ftt Riftt wt%tt i ^ 3ncf?^ ^ftt ft fft anft^R Trftt 
Rftj xjRTcrftt srt rry eft Rrftt xnf^r srann fftR ^i^cft ft anftr^ ft rft ^ iftwr 

«TR ft 3Rftt f^rfcT ^ftf sftTT YTefft I ftfo ^JERT ft 3FftxRT ftft^T 5TRR fttftt ft ftm eft ^tRT 

cfn XJ^ tfftlR R? ft fft Rftt Rftf ftt xgRRT ftt RfR | uftT cRJ fftf ftr ^ RT^R ft srfft 
^rffteT Rftt ft ft ftPr err ftrft ft ryetrt ftt ryr ft Repft ft afnr rft ft ^ft ft 1 3rt: ?^ft 
fttft RoTef «TR R|ff ft fft XRf 3TR X^IR ft 23 RtJsN, 2000 eft iftcj XJRRcft eft YFrJr ftcfR 
ftftr ft itft fftror I Rxsrfft ^mrfftcfj rtr r^ RftarT crrt ft fft R^ft srt rrr fftr* rct rtr 
RR ftt r ft fttft ^rgfftcT eim ft aft? r ftt str Raft ft fftftt ftt after I r? gfftf&rcr RRft 
ft feixj ftt xfnftvft^r ^fcift ft rtr fftftwR irt sir ^ ftt 13 refry, 2000 ref RRept 
XRRIcleft ft RtR 3ftf 3TR Raft eft 27 RRFR, 2000 cTR RR *R fftRtft eft SFJRfft ftt Rft ftt I 
^Fftp 3RTRT RF xgftrf^R fftRT RRT ft fft XSTR ft ftRR ftft ^rRT TR fftRRl fftRT ^ xft 

ftftrarr eft tftfaj ft xj?ft I 3 tr ^ ^rt xg^RT xft vRftrR arftanaff ftt xjfT ^rftt 

efReft araicfT xft ^RllPlcI ; lft eft R1 Yfepftt ftft fft? vSReft XJRRR Pft cTRrf cfftriR vfttj ft Hft 
eft M I ^FT «TTcT eft «2TR ft Rslft ^ PrRfcrfecT PlFpft fttft x^nft ft :- 

2. ftfa % GItfftT WIRT 

(1) vftNr ft? arftftr xjrr ftsftfcR efftt^s ft ftt ^fpftftfaftr ft^R ^ fcic^rocft ft ft 

TR5 fftRIW ft ft4f£R ft I ffteTReft ft ft ■ft 3TR XJRR cRftfttRfft 3fR ft^Tefftpa^S ft I 
ftfttfeR cjfttTf^ Xfcp eRftftxptft ftftt RR cfTcR RrsRfteT ^ ft I ft? Rtf 

ft ftt XiRR X5TRr ft ftk ^Refj[ ftftftRcT R'l^l ftftR2ftt1 2 ft I 

(2) ReftftftftRT RRRR % feR ^RcT: ft WR ft 3rfttT fttft^ X^rP Rftp R ftcTT" 

Ref eft XJR ERgft RcT ep ft R^rp eJRft | ftft^ 3TRTPcT iftfPR ft ft^R cpT ^ftef ^ftlPft^R 
RgR ftPTT ft I ^vffftfttftxR ip fftfftftui ft ftYlft RT XjftRR eft ft Effttft^T sfPf 

TftftR ep Xft fft efRftcpp ftff ft^RR ft, 4R ftfPR sJ^T RjRPjft ft I ftfP^IT MWdft % TRlft- 
XXR xr RRlfftf, xj4 3RTYnfftfr XJRR ftsp^eT efftRl?^ ft ftt ft? ftftfcR efRRT^S JTM ef?yft cp 
fcHX; ReftftftYR eTRT '5^: RpP ftRT dldl ft I jjTf Pifft^iji ft ar^rrftfcf? ^R ft cRf R[RT ft Reftft- 
Rlft aft7 epftR ft^TefftPfT^ Him ftRT dldl ft I fttftR eft cRllfti ft> 3fft? efR Rft fftRftR 
ft 3fftR? elFjRJ^ftR RcfR ftft ftrftf^RT R*R XR ftcTRT RTR f ftRlft RftfR 7?R 

ft RgrTX ftt XRft | fftftR effttftftYR ftYTftt xrRtr fft^RY ft ftftM cMRR xr ft ftt PP 
ftfttfcR effttYT^ ftt effttftxRft ft nRelPld efR ftcTT ft Sift 3TR fftRxR ft ^ftt HepR 

■^xr^r ft^mftkr^ ft qRcjPici ftt Rim ft i 
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(3) ftejRTol W ft ft> RR fteTRef eft gRT TTfft- 

ft> JRHT W ft fteTTgoT RRlfftd fttcTT ft | nfft>dj| ft =ERtjt ft Rftt gRt 

■JRIT amfcTcfjRt RsTT^eT fteftfeR <*dk''l l Plft ftfc ft ffifyfaiyg ft> 

fft*T°T «ft Rrnifftd 3*rft % foPT ITT ftt eifteT ITT fteiT?c7 tfftfcT^g ftlftt Wfftft?R 

?nf3TR ft | vjhxW T3RK ft 3RR fft^ v5TT?t ft 3ffc 31 jWcllg 3mft if ^ ffttr Rift ft I 

(4) 3f) lT TT^f ftsftfeR cfRRl^ cm v3cM|cR fttftl WiZ cfH #T Wf ft 

^fcU 3jR IRT 3TR TR7 ftfftf fteftfcR cfclRT?^ vJcRlf^cf cpftT ftej fteTRRr ^nZ ~ft] TrftR 

3Rcf ft I 

(5) ftejllftid cPejRr^ jrW ^ftzt fftc*r, *R*f> ^rt sfR 3fr*rf^r bRRt ft ftftrr ft i 

ftftfte'H ITcTRT^ RT TlftR ftfa ^ ftPlHh, ft^R RTlft, RjfftftftR 3jR cftft TRTRR ft ftt fttcTT 

ft I 


(6) fteftfftR cIvtRi^ ftf #jr ^Jecf> tfftp SlfafftlR, 1975 ftt WF] 3T^rft ft *ftft 
2903.12ft 3T#T TR Flftfal^S WTtfftftt fcTcRTR sfpT ftrfftH TT&TTcft *TC SIRTRcT HRftftf RNTT 
cnffcTRTiT ft 29031 200 % 3[#T cpffcfR fcRTT IRJ ft | deTTfft Wftrf> cfftfcRT 1 ! ^fftlT ft 

^ fftlTT iRT ft 3fR ftm ft 3f#T URR % fftfcTTC eft* ftt fttfftcT Tftl cRRT I 

(7) ^P7 ft dcniRd fteftfcR c&KT&S 3TRTfcRT fteftfftR cfftY[?lg ft ftlTT ftft ft 
4lft ft fttf fftTR Hlft ft I 

3. ytiVi 

(1) ftftfteR IFefRT^g ft #T iRcJ 3TMI<R> % Tjan (cp) v5ft T[ # TRT (la) cRRTR^ (*t) 
TRT 3|R ^ I 

(2) T[ # W WTfYd STHTTT 8910 4t.^T 37^f ^ cfRlYT^F ^[ ^RT- 

^T 3TyY % TIFT 21120 jfto-eTT TTfrfc^ ^vTRY4RYt m v3cMlc{H ^ eft $ | 1996-97 
cR> cb^l'R' cf5T ifeflfeR ^RRT^g ^T ddTKd wY % feR 6000 wfriq^ ^ WlfYcl 

SRdT eft ^YMeRT efft ^T 30,000 ift.^r jrf^fcrR gft otr ft ft 1997-98 ft 13500 
ft1.<R Mfclcl'i TT^ «TR ftt ft I vjTBT RP IRf 3TR TR? cfH Rlj^T ft fftnft cfRef 1 997-98 ft ftf 
fteftfcR cjfttYI^g ^T IftfftHftfT fftRT ft, 3nft^cfft ft ^TcfT fcpITT ft f% cfftfftftlftH uft cpT 
21 ,000 ftt. RT TTfrPTft Hft 5RcTT ft ft ftTT 3TR ^ Ifft 4800 ft[.^ Tlfftcfft ftsftfeR efvfc n&S W1 
'3cMK t 1 Iprft wfftcT 5RTTT ft I TRjfY fftftcp 9 TW, 2000 cp aRft xj^T ft srqft 
f^rr^d % 3 T^TTR 3Rftf cfftfftftsftT efft 18500 ftt.RT ftcRft efft ^fe^rR gRR ftf ft f^RTft ft 
55% Rp fteftfcR ^cflR^g cpT RWT cpT Rfft ft 3TeftcT Gdcfft ftfttfcR 4^ 10,175 

ftt.RT Tlfft efft eft 'dcHicR fFRT ft I 
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(3) 1999-2000 4 4ft TJ xr^ i 4f??TR 4: 3?R 471 3TR TR> 4 4sftfeH 4d“RT?5 44 
4R?T: 8721 4t.^4, 14151 *ft/84 afR 3266 4t.CT 44 ^6TT44 fcRTT I 

(4) Mfcff 4HWiff g 4> arrarcT 4? ^efaFi 4jdf> srf4#RT w\ snto 4ft y ^ afR 

&R'd'Re gHT 4FR ftFJT W CJT I TcRT TFFf TRT 3TR TR) ft 3T4ftt 44 ^cfRTT ftFJT 

«TT I fTcftfo 4T4 ft TRT 3TR W ^ SFlft f*RT4> 23-10-2000 ft> 4"4 ft? 1*KT 3TTcRFPt 4ft WT- 
efa ftft 4ft ?R5T WFZ 4ft I 7-11-2000 4ft ^ I tfc rf ft cE ^Fnt ft* ftt^FT TRT 3TR ^ 4ft *4^ 

wn^?>r ft* fcR 44 ftft ft> fa? ^t tjr «n 4 ft 13-11 -2000 <ff* jr^ct 

4R fft7JT 441 «1T I 

(5) ?4T W? 71? 4FF foFJT fteftfcH 4dftlf® 47 7SftqT4 4Je4> 3l%Rtau| 44 

argftEi trftcj ?rt ter rtt # fftRrft fftr Tift! #ft Fftcj tfw?> wPTr t 1 

4$FT 3IT4RT 

(1) 4RcT ft fteftfeFT 47ftRI?? 4? 3TFTRT ftf^FR, tfRftd, 4t.3TR. ftftl, fttftt cTTfft, 
447f, Rftftt, ?FT44 1 T, {FT^t, ?5RT?d, SjCcft, dmffi, ftl?'! Sri'S, TRT, 7*44, RftC'jRs'i?, ^.ft*. 7F1T 
3Fpft44 ^ fft>4l dldl % I 

(2) 1994-95 ft ftsftfcH 4#7T?5 tR 3TFTTcT 4J44* ( TJd #4T Tfi® + ^ 

cpt i ft ) 65% «n 4ft 4T4 ft 1995-96 ft 50% , 1996-97 ft 40% affc 1-3-1999 4 *“\ 
38.5% d4* 44Tft ft 4?ft 1997-98 ft 35% ?4> 4R 4R fftR W m I 1995-96 ft* 4R fft4T 
fft>ftt WW JlfcFRI ft> 7TR? ft 3TFTRT 4ft d^TfcT ft 4f ft I 

(3) 1997-99 eft 3Ff$r % ftTFT ftftfcR 4vfRT?? 4ft ftt.3TTftft4* 4ftft sRIT 

3Frf?J 4 cfdt#T 3fR %FHtd 451 4^ fcR M ^ $\ :- 


VHlftuft-1 

( 45Wi 3FTft45t ^leR ^ 4fvl 41 .^f ) 


44 


1997 



1998 


1999 

Jf^l 

4^2 

5^3 

4^ 

4^1 

47J2 47J3 47J4 

n l 

47*2 47£3 47J4 

MfcFT 678 

625 

608 

661 

612 

590 518 521 

465 

386 331 317 

4dRfW 








4d14l4 135.3 167.9 

139.5 160.2 

141.1 

93.58 71.66 28.4 

39.03 63.56 139 2092 

4sn4td 241 

211 

196 

179 

118 

102 98 98 

98 

124 124 105 


435 G1/200 I—3 
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4 ?? 4t?t ?ror fa 1997 fti TTWoft fan^l 4 1998 ft\ fan# 
cTcfj ?4 3TOI4 4> cfl^M Sll-il Hid cf4 44*74 fa4 TTffa 71^4-1 rffa 3>T 77^1 qg|fa I 
cRcR 1999 ?}4 ^Nl fa?# ^ 7Tc45> fan# 4 474fa sft 44*t 4 n# 3fk 4en4fa 44 
41 1998 <# rNt frFTT^t HW ft\ cJoTOT I ^ 3JcTI4T ftftfftl <fat7T- 

5^ ftt ftftlft 1997 Tft fan# 4 1998 ^ fa# fan# ^ <# 3Tfa[ ft fan Weft 
HIH ?4 Ifatf) §f <#?# ft 3nj7TT7 7# clfa? vJTfa WTO mfa WTOT n4 Wf# ff <#?# % TTST 
^ ^ ^^4 faf *fft I Wfal 4 4*4fa? falTT?^ ¥1 7ft 3TTf W W 1998 -ft ## 
fcRT^I # 1999 ?4 faft R^T# cTO? ?4 3Tfal 4> fan 521 djfttft ZfvR PTfcT 4l.cTO ft 31 7 
affl'frpl ; 5TcT7 Sffa 41 TOW cTO> 4? 7?f7 ?W faft 4 faft I 

(4) HRcT ft 4«4faw n>T arroicT 1995-9.6 ft 10776 41 TOW, 1996-97 ft 12032 

1997-98 ft 7390 41 TOW cWT 1998-99 ft 9296 41 TOW 5>TT I 1999-2000 ft faro ft, 

SnWcFT 4? 3TTOT7 W7 3lfafal ft 13500 41.TOT ft 3TPTRT WW WTOT faWT t I TO#4 c|TgT ft fa 
1999-2000 ft 3rfa% TTlfarfap fifa % WRT vjtieisT n# $ I ^fa stjtir 1998-99 3 g>cT 
9269 41 TOW 3TTOlcT ft ft 6760 41 .TOW WnTOtt! 414 # 3TTOTcT faWT WWT fa fa faf 4 4fafow 
VrftWrS ft ^ arrorfa W>T 72.93% % I 1999-2000 4 fafeeJT fa4 ft 4fafow nfa7T?TO nn 
10247 41 TOW 3TTOTcT |T3TT I $77 44lfaw Wl'<($■£; ft 4 fafecTT ft wfar 3fpqrfar 73% ^ ^Tft 
3T34T?r 44 HHcl |f? 1999-2000 4 441fcH cfcftu^s Cfrj cFIWT 1 4050 4] TOW 45T 3TTORT e|3TT 
I wftnfft wftifti ft 1999-2000 ft ftrm 13500 ft).z h 441f^r 4t#fT^ ft mm ^ mn 
fftmft i 

(5) fftfftxwftft, ftw fa sftKfti fti^m t, 1999-2000 4 44H4ro 4?3 ttot41 

44 HTOT ft 414 4 JT9H fa? 4 I ?7T faro 4 ZW HTOT HZIT fa chi^ell 4t^ ~£'iZ mfablRtff 4 TI? 
^ ^ t fa 1999-2000 4 4Jk?TT ftt ft Uffa7 10247 ft\;m 444cTO cfiT mm 

|3H | ?<4f4RT 4 1999-2000 4 1727 4t.?TO ft 3TTORT ft\ Cf4 t afk 1999-2000 4 3iro 

800-1000 41.^ 44tforo ??4 tt^ ^4r 4 3rroro fa?T i jtoby tfaffaro ft 13500 41. 

44 ' 3 r r TF 12774 41.^ ft mm 44 mn fftm t i fa7 41 sitom 4> 4fai? nft 41 srrf 
?7T cTOT Jnfamfa4 ^4 TTTOTfar 4PTOT? ?? I U?4 H7TO faM ft 3TffTK 1999-2000 

ft ftimr ^4 4 tt 4 sttort faro^fiR ft- 



7nfa4-2 

4?T 4? HFT 

HT5TT ( 41.5H) 

4141 ?ttb4 

40.248 

41.3tt7.44t 

20.124 

ftmrft 

5.5 
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W 

\ftftt 

ftWFT 

Tf^ST 3Tt?fWT 

SlftWl 


1 727 ( ftTTT % tt^FTT ft gfe ft %) 
4730.896 
20.124 
1763.247 
25.378 
5238.477 
100 


^cT 


13670,994 


yqyW 3frWr % stor w ^ tot % 1999-2000 ft <£oi 13670.994 ftt/ro ^ 
3TTJTRT ^3TT I 

(6) ftlft 'HlRufl 1995-96 ft 1999-2000 eft srftft ft) ftfttfepr vidkrftS ft>“ fto| TTOTTO 
ft? 3TOlft ft sftpft 7ft ft- 

TTTfftft -3 


ft 

ft 

vcJcHITO 

(fti.TO) 

stotct (ftt.TO) 

ftcj V3?q [TO ft TJeHT 
OTmft cpT ftftM 

1995-96 

16340 

10776 

65.95 

1996-97 

15588 

12302 

78.92 

1997-98 

19111 

7390 

38.67 

1998-99 

25091 

9269 

36,94 

1999-2000 

26138 

13671 

52.30 


TOftfTT TTTfMsr^ ftftpft ft WTT TOT % ft STOTeT 1995-96 ft 10776 ftt.^T sit, 
4TOR 1996-97 ft 12302 ftl.TO ft tot I «n< ft 1997-98 ft 7390 ftt.TO cRP ^RT ft TOT 
ftftf \37I% MWId ?77ft 1998-99 ft 9269 ftt/ro ft7 1999-2000 ft 13671 ftt.^T 
ft ft I ^ HePR ‘HReT ft ftftfftr c|?T 3MT?r ft 1995-96 ft 10776 ft .TO ft 

W4R 1999-2000 ft 13671 ft .to ft TOT | cTaftft ftcj TOTTTO ft cjTOT ft 1995-96 ft 
3TORT RWT 66% «tt ft 1998-99 ft 37% tot ire TOT ftfftr «ncr ft 1999-2000 ft 
52.30% w w TOT I 
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(7) fAl A gRT UF A JRtJcT f^TT wtfiM 995-96 4 1999-2000 cp Ad *FRcT 
4 4*ftfeFT JflpfRT^ % 3TRntf A ePI^dd At STRTTcft <?t SIRRUcPcTT A W^TT ^ TFPPTT I 
At 3TRITcfr fA wH amA 4 <|f% eft, 3FAldl ^ ft*R A 4, 

3ft At fAt ut fcJJH 4 'RJ "9R, 'HMSHI W%R I f^T A 4 Al 4 W : 

"A fART t1% AA 4 A otttrt 4 x^ end point to end point ^1% 3Fj- 
rfoz 2.1 3 At 3TRTTcft Tft 3ITcRWcTT3fr nt ifRcTT t, end point % WT 4 ART fA t|XT 
A gt cJoFTT eft TT^rta t Af?P WSd IJR fA4 eft gfe 3RRTT XJRd 

WFcn % I A 3^*1 u I <R 3ufcj 3fR 3FTT cpc|d TRp cf4 cp feTXT qdd RA vjin* tf TJTPFf 3Rf 

A 1% cjcm A> ftp? 3 TrA 4 ^ pt «RTRT RKMd Act % 4l STTcRZfcp TOT 4 3TTA 4 
<rt wotu i?cp wi# f>K'me At 4 Rct t 3 fR ^?r wm fA 4 w tArdT t ft> smA 
4I” 


"A 3mA 3 A 4 ft^RTFT t eft ^ end to end point tjcFTT 3fR xj+f 
Aft 3RT:W ftYelqui 4 TPI A AA I ?TT 5FPR <4 fcRAff A 3TPRT 4 TFRT A 
A? I” 

‘^SFjA 'tRt'd % RR ftf$4d y*FT 4 cTCTT t4c^ WTT't'Id ( HTST 4)4 'H«iltcT 4ld) 
?RF 4 A 3mA % smnt f»ftw ftmr A At t A sfjsRt 3mA A "A mnR nt At 
HRTT aft'' cpT A4 At I 3RT: FPRT ^oAd STREET H1PTT34 cp 3mA TR SlAtcT A I 

(8) cpFJd 4> #T 3rW % fA A T5 A 7 RTT t fcp A ?Jecp At AfA, 1975 

«TTTT 8# XFRcPR fA A\ M XR^ XR- Aim ^e?P START % A APR M t 
1 xjRT% fA A ^ tt RR fcp '3^T c|^ % *Hlycl t $d41 3T%cp PToTl t 3fR XRT mRR^T- 
fcRff t 3TRIRT fA 7 [in t fAt An cpf ipfk A ft 3T&Pn 3TRPPT tf I afR a 

anA t erf^ % A ““At rtri" ipt A ^p ( ^Ara ?jc^p <$) it?yih A fAm ) A- 
TTTA, 1997 % 3A AAf fA RUT t A n? cIrAp ^ 3TSM Aj ddIKd ^ 
■prAr tt I Aft hftcT t trp end-point to end point sttetr w Af A w t f^ 
3lliJldl t iRT Tjt dfPFTT t ^ I 3TRTRfr t cpT ^RSf cpqd 1997-98 t Held iRT ®1T 
vJRT n? 12302 jft.cFT ^ 7390 A\^ ?Tcp f^R W «TT I nenfer 3m% % An RIP 3Rf^t 
At xsfr At 3ttA % fAm A> A ne^^uf t I w At Aj ddnA 
1996-97 ?FF 14910 At.^f ^?f d'RT'RR ?RcTT it AftcT t cA? AcTRS" iA 30,000 ift.^T 
nfA AAA ddTKd SFTcTT % fAR A 1997-98 t xrt 3TR xpp cp ^rj M- 
fcFT clcTl'il^'S cjff ^>cT 14500 iff.'STT wfcicj^ Plddl cf5f ftAltR eft TjfcpIT TRlftcT ttt % 
cpRR AP AfcFT ART^5 47f ffPTcTT A 6000 41 .dR 13500 41 TdR A A cFF Aft 
I mRRAuI % ipRR 1997-98 A Aj Art eft 4®tfeR Ari^s eft ddridd At nt 
PFRTT ( 14500 cpT 22410+55% ) 30,385 41.^ AA A I At A?T At t f?P ^FT A 
fAt % ifrtit 1997-98 4 apiTTcft 4 At 4 fAi'cre \ AA Atft fft 4 4 amntt cpT 
R l ^tfepy 1997-98 4 1999-2000 PPP nt 3Rift 4r fA ART A Ath fAt tr 
fA 4 AA mAcpP At A t I 
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(9) 1997-98 fa 1999-2000 aar afa aratfa fa ttara RRR A fafatffaa aaiUiF fa anmfai fa 
ft fa 1997-98 fa 7390 fat FT fa 1998-99 3 9269 fat FT afR 1999-2000 fa 13671 

fat FT ?T4> 4>t 'fffa ft I FT 3Ta1fa % faRTa vjailcia fat fcHT fa anaRT jfvrm: 38.67%, 
36.94% cTcjt 52.30% wr I am; nRa fa fafatffaa aafanF fa amncT fa f^r? wt fa afla 
afa$ W^T fat fcFT, fatal F? fa ft 1 

(10) nfat 5TCT fat afa ffaRT aaT t ffa a? feaTaF aRaT ananas t ffa W ^ 3FT- 

ctfat tlC'lMtb % hR u IIH'W^ t I fa afR aaT faa % 3lfata nRcT URT Wait afa aiEacliaff fa MW % 

cfiRR fa I “3FTfafa RFTTW fa nffanRFnT fa fanfa fa faefa RR fan afa afar fat ?aia IfacTTnT 

aar fa ffanfa aafanr an irt Pihi^r camm afaaf ^ :- 

'arafafa neHiw n«fa afa ^ksu faaa tffan afa arafata fa asara fatfa arfa 
ana neararp tt fa aft ffa a? Ffata aRfa fa far? nffaa afat tan fa tge fat afar fafat fa arat- 
a?rfa fa, ^3RT nna naTgafaaifafaamafaat, ft arcRnTajf fa fa^n an, aT nfa faciar wrfaf 
an i 


an 'aafa& neawsP' n^fa % if afaaftar ^faR far afaftaa faqfat ttpf 
aan, afafi % mfat fa gpftafta fafafal A RFfn fan fa fa > 

"srafatl naarw fa wi fa7 sajefan xix fa anfarr?nn> (fa fa ft safari fa 
aifata nara tjrt eana Tjtr ntfa«afar ip nfaiFRWi, ffanfa fa fen fa arffaR fa” fa 
aralf fa PrfaRd nfa fa fcfa fa XIX fa fafafa fa? fafaf fa fmfa A far aafa 

afa fa fa ^r arfa an anfa hwh fat A fatem cfRar mffa I wA ft ft 4>t aiaiRf 
fa % "arfafa aFTRTfP" fa faftfR ft faa cffa t ffa "arfafa" an yi^fafaj fa 
ffahcRn fay fa a? ?T«n ^FrixjfP ^ ^tsrffarr t "3TOcfafaer a faaT rt afa wr fa ttm fa- 
aarfa % I fa? ai fa Rursar tt ^ aapRafap nr fat an a fa ciifa m art an^ afa m 
TfRTlffaTT fa ( annTRW fafal ) FT FPR fa ffarf faT t fa "STTcpffacn fcjeHNtn'' fa nffar- 
HWM cfTcfa fa FR fa fat faSTT t fa ^FTIW ffafa WI, Flfa fafa ai^T 4 fa FT 
wr fat arcRenfa fa fata a?nra cm arrma faar an ^ t fa Frfa afaj aanafat fat 
afa far ft t 4T Fra^t anw t, araafaia fat fafa i cnafai ft anfat fa afaa fafat 
fan f?t wra aiRiarafa fa wm fa?fa tfan Tga mffa t" fa fafa fa nA faam t fa ft 

ciicKifvi an maRR fa t fa Fa fat am fat f? Fraa afaa faaT anaT aiffaa fa anarmn 
trw ftt faa 1994 fa fata anaam wia %, ffafa fafan ^ nrffam fa ( aaaRRT afatt at 
fa ) afar ft ata afa fa fa faa 1994 fa am afapa arf?jffaat afa faa 1994 fa apjak II fa 
fanaap 7 fa arfaR f Rafatfa fa am - I aa ananas tfaran aaraT fa I F^ra ffarfa trw 
fat argrjfat fa fatfa aT fafaa^cn faa 1994 fa srj^a-11 fa ama?naft fa antta fa I 
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arftEfr? arfifasrtt ft an4ft^T4? afp 4 ftR ^nft ^fr^r ft> ftkr fftftB fftpu ft I \Rftfft 
ancfjf^cE tieHNtP 4ft 3TTkn%r 44 iurtwtTl hrt t i 4T 4 r rei Re fft> armi 4Rft 

^ fcJrlRTjf^ ^ Ft^TT ftft 4 TcT ft?I cfr ^HSffcTFPRt 4ft, 4 f 4 ^ ft? 4fft ft 4H:? ftdl fftpn 

vm Zfl, $r 4FT4 HoUlf^RT VT, cWlfft 3RRT 4H4> 4krfftcl 4R?IT TTcftcT FftTT ft uft 4 ft^ft 4nft ftfrjj 
^ ^r ft a?JT4T ft^T ft frlUTI fft? apftcft^T 3Tfft44ft ft 3TT4ft?ft45' fftft^ cR fft^T ft I 

(11) \TH ^T44T44ft, fftpRfft 4?4B ^ 4fftcT STNJTcT Tf^TcT f3TT ft, ft? ^44 ft 3Tift4clft ft TR^cT 
fcRn 1% fts 3TTcR4? ft? kkf ft ftsftfftH cfcTkT^S 44 ?fl4RT 4414 3 R ^jfttftRr afR afftfafft 
41244^4 fftfft^ftf ft? 44R4 ^tf^TcT fft?4T ft I Tfft tq P R^R nq vTT ^nq^ t ft arqft 

srfrlte vIc'TRR ft^ s|M7 *«j)OHI 4R4 cR f^jr ft I WFt 3T4ft 4?44 ft? ^*#4 ft cZJTcRTrftrqi 
^tct afR 44 trrt ( aft trt ^ y ) 3?ftft44 brt «rrft fft4T4? 10 aftRi, i 99? jmrftt 

atfePT f^RHT fa\ 3Tf^r ftt 5Rc$4 4ft ft I ^fa RTST-TTTSf ^ ft arfftRil? ?Jc4TcRr 44 vRg cftqRi 
^ 4f§Rrr 4R?uft 4ft arR tft?4T w set ftRrft fft? ?j44ft aysfcicRkT ft t? 4^ ft q^m 3 Rt 
^MRt f^Rlft Ift? TTRcf ftt ^TTf^TcT ft, qft 3[R 3I44T TREE #444 ?^S fft?4T I f4? 4aft ^RT 4F ftt 
fom w t % 3F 3Rff^ rft rffoxfi $ cinft t ctrit ^rrersTf hm 

^RT ^TRTt ^ RTTk TRTRT ^Rcft t, c[1§RT Xrf$TVl 7RR lf[ %, fuRR^ f%^£f rr tr ^rff 

^ t i c£T5 Trart ^rt ?t^ f^n hti % 1% an^cFt ^ srRfa cTtwt t TrencRTjfi'T 

f^ranf % tRrthrrtT Tgytr ^ TiRcfUr Tier ^1 fsr^t ?1 t i ofr xrt ^ ^ f^Rp# 

^ ®n^ ^ t rit <? ^ 1% ai^rf^T ^i ; ?Rrfs’fcf ^ i ^tt tNr # ti^ hb^ fcETp v^nerr t 

% vjRff^ wcTJRT^sncrtf^aftiTTr^^ fctf^T'W! cf>7 mv arttof ^ %, an^ep'f ^ 1999 
^ f^TRRP) Cf5t M ^ frmr ap-RcT, 2000 $> f # xrt ? ( ^rfJRpr ^eftR- 
^ ^TTefe ^ JffrT SR^T % I ¥ W ^1 ^ cJReft % f^ 

^tgrE i # xrt v |%t^ afhkfT alk arpqrcr ariWf % apj^TR 1999 if feRjg- -q^rlf^f^ 

f§rcTRT^t ^ feET ^EflTr « 4 cpr 303,000 SET, 1998 ^ ^eHT ^ 1.6% cjft 
cpfft arnl 4t ^ % ^1 af( te fc) qii^ rd4 ; T Pi^ftr gr? ^Rit^ ceh 

Wrfc W m^T cti -^w efRETT t I TB 3T#eT 2001 cRP ? ^ TE?qt ^ 
cTPJ Bl yFFft Pl(^>T Yr|ejfch HV WRR cpT efrejk 'filniC' JTTTT cJRTI T^Tf I fiteRT 

WeT # ^PTafi EZIH ^r Ri? cfR Bt Y# t I 

t # ERT ^ -jf^ 3TcRc: cfR^ft t % TT^fHeRT 2f5t fs[s^ 2jf[ % j 1996 Ff 141 

B 2 J 1 R 2 ft. ^T ^ 1997 ^r 151 B^TR *ftW ^ ^3Tl% ?TB 1998 afk 1999 ^ 150 

F^TR it.cPT rfcfT f^R | vJtrR? rRjf ^ BPTf&Icf cfRcft t f^T MfeFT c fttfcl&S 44 ER#T T 

%4eT ar^TRcpT ^ off^E '^414 A P[>MRfd t I 

BfFfr aRTTcE 4B cT«4 c^t eRTT ^ fcF -gYrkr cf5l RR Trl^ l d ^ 1 ^ ^ 4%- 

Rkrf 44 TTPT4T 4R4 Rte4 %, jRE^ 3 TcR1r)14 4fcR4^ ^JcTl 44 4M'I44 ^ f?4rf|c|R efszft % 
4frR4?S 4rr(|cR-D| ^ 41W4f 4^ 44ft t I 4B >Hl4 ^ P l 45 RPT^rft t fa 3RRf^4 
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^ qft cJeRT ft 4Kd ft a#7 fte mqm^I M cfj^RT mr 7144 I 3TRTrT ft 

W^T ^4 ft !pf TTftt 3TSR?rrf^RT tjcmiqte % 4R u IIH'M^oW ft I 

(1 2) 4TBT clef) ftMftr qftftT^S 4 Tte ft 4T7cT HKT WTef 4TEqrTT4 44 5PH ft, q^ TW 
^TT tel ft f^ ftfate qmte? qq> ftTTT v3mK4 ft fte? 4lft ft 3Rq ftef ft, ^RcT ft 44 
3f#cT ate rgq te arj^te ft ^ term srraTrT te qfte tM qte 3 t4ct 

Mft ^TTWT^ qftet 4 ft%te qmte^ 4 arpm te apjqfft ftft 44 mmFI f4q| ft I 

(13) tern fftter te T$% ft, q? te mim ft f4 nrn ft ftM4 <imte te 
^n^TT ft anqin tran ft i ftfSjdh qvfrrrB^ 44 anqief fftqfg - mq ft, afk tttst ftt tecj mcqrqq te 
geRT ft , fate* 1997-98 7l 1999-2000 4 te WT ^ q) ftTTT TFRI ft 4 
^fm 4 ntenn araw 47 ate qterte qqq 4 mm ft I amrrer ft ^ writer 

qqqrw % qftmnTqmq te 3474 gm \3H j ici qfNq % qlteiiqTqmq ^2, ft \ 

5. ftftk «fcJ 

0*0 f V 4*4 £TCT 4B te M W ft f4 q? qqfcl qftf ft f4 anqRT ft 44 
tern 3TRTCT M aiqw % arte ^arr te ter fate f4 qftk mfer fft 4 qT ?mte 
teem 4, " te Titer ^ artete ^q^riR 4 ter ftq4 q^r fciwi 14qT w t 4 q^ cptet 
t > 

"tel 'ffe ^r, win "^4 3RW4 ^ ter” ^ aimq ^ l^rteq 
teq %te 3MwwT3f) qq fteT q# tet ter cte mm 4 armM mm, ter 
q^teq arjteq 4.2 3 fa? ^ r ^ te t ^tem tet te mqj te % 

te TjeP^r tef^m> anwmRT ( arte arqr-en) ar^te 2.1 4 te t te tel arjEdq 4.2 

arrqqqwrafr % qtew q«r te ftete qq?rn t i br ferRNT ter t te qmte "teft 
aTq7«qte ^ ate ^TRTTefepr ter % «fmr 3 armte ^tef, tej ter qT tef tete ^ter 
ter qfeRte te anqwmrrafi qq tetem qte te afpr 4te tern I'' 

(^) ten ?pn tRq> aritem 1975 eft tum 8^4 qq 6 (m ) "itte ter te 

tetete cmrm t ftenm tetteq^Mtetete qten te amwr 3 fate 
te mm ^ tel t te ( w ) qftefte q^?n t "ter ter te arter cm ai4 # 
te iTcf? 7 ^ 47 Tfter te 44 amrrq ^tt i ar4 n? Mite te % M te 4 ^t teq 
amm ft tecj aeilq eft sifft q^rft ft qr mfft te antem ft, 7teqrq ^?je4? IftqHNft) ft rb aft- 
te ft fft> teftten tt^ tewnn aftr vjtt ten te qlftftefft q^ aiTm ^te tet ^nft ftter 
^rnft te ter 44 ^jete 4ft fftftw teite ^ $ 3nqTcr ft <r% te 47 3fft 7r% te te 
qm ft afft tern Tm ft, qfte anqin ^ttt te qr? ten 4 te, ftte 4 ttt ft qftte, 

qmqq mqm tetfter, mm aift te 47 tenm 44 ^mte 1 ftr ter 44 

ftetei fttft tern qqrr ft > 




WTT44ft gRT ftfftof# 44 3W|tH 1995-96 ft 16340 ftt .^4 *4T I 

1996- 97 ft 15588 ftt.^T 4ft eft# f*RT4cT % aiRM, Rftj ^iqn W4TcT 1997-98 ft 
19111 ftt.44 cT4>, 1998-99 ft 25091 ftt.44 sftr 1999-2000 ft 26138 ftt.^T ?T4> «n?T I 

1997- 98 ft ErftcJ WT 1996-97 4ft cJcffT ft 3523 ftt/54 4T 22.6% 441^7 |T3tt I 

1998- 99 ft trtcj ?iW 1997-98 4ft c£R4T ft 5980 ftt.^T 4T 31.3% *m I mift 

1999- 2000 ft Ejftej vtWTT 1047 ftt .44 < 44 > m 3 R#T 1998-99 4 ft ft i^ 4 2% 
4ft^§ft I 


(2) OTcTT ^ Hfftfftcn 

1£ r^cJ vJlftftt ft) 4RT 1995-96 3 ft? 1996-97 ft 14910 ftt .44 jftcmft ftfftft# 
ft> ^TT^r ‘4ft STW eft I cTejrfft, ft^RRRe, ft gnftt 4RtftiftftRr OT?T[ 44 30,000 
ftt.^r jrfcmft cTeF to fftnn 3ft^ 3 IR ^7 ft # 1997-98 ft tRftftjft^RT ft#* 4 ft wmi 
4ft I ?T-r% ftftJTFRcRo4, Rftj ^ftrft 4 ft 5RRTT 1997-98 ft 30,385 ftt.cRf d 4 > 44 ^ | ^ 
3TTC w SRT fftj? TfTi 3fft ^jft ip 447R 1QQ8-9Q afR 1999-2000 ft $rrtt 
( 22410+10175) 32585 ftt.cT4 tfclgft cf4> «r? 4 ft I 1995-96 ft 1999-2000 ft, 4 ft ft? 

foT Efftj v3c4K4 4*m: 16340 ftt.44, 15588 ftto, 19111 ftt.^r, 25091 ftt.^T 
3lk 26138 ftt.?T4 err | Eiftj ^gftftf 4 ft tsr+r?TT wflfftcTT 4 >*m: 109.6%, 104.5%, 

62.9%, 77% afR 80.2% eft | 445 R 1995-96 4 ft cj 5 FTT ft 1997-98 ft 1999-2000 

4ft 3mfft ftj #fFT 9ftcJ 4ft ^l4)Rlc1l ft ?Tfft v3Wftf 4 # ftfftR 1997-98 afR 

1999-2000 ft, ft#FT er+TcTT wftta ft 62.9% ft 80.2% ^ 44 ^ejr I 

(3) fftflft 

(1) ftfa ftt 4ft ?rrfM ft 1995-96 ft 1999-2000 4ft rft # c?Rh ftftft Elftcj 

vj^iqcfft gRT 4ft 4ft ftfftcfti 4vfRT^5 4ft Efft^ fft# ft? sffcpft 44 # tjxt 


fftijft ftt.44 ft 





3tr xjqy 


1995-96 

9273 

6092 


15365 

1996-97 

9002 

5617 


14619 
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1997-98 

7459 

9156 1583 

18198 

1998-99 

8207 

12355 2405 

22967 

1999-2K 

8152 

12822 3307 

24281 

44ftxtf RftMfcT afftft ft, 4? ftftT 44T ft fft 4ftt4 ftl 5ftcJ fftftl 1 995-96 ft 

15365 ft .54 ft 1999-2000 ft 

24281 ft .54 545 45 7ft | 


(2) 

RRTrfft srftft ft efKFT FR R355, ftft ft 4ft 4Tfftft ft 3T^TR ft 1 



RTrfftft >5 




3TT4Tft 5ft=J i 4Rcl( ft.54 ) 


qrf 


3TT4T5 

445 4145 

1995-96 

15365 

10776 

26141 

1996-97 

14619 

12302 

26921 

1997-98 

18198 

7390 

25588 

1998-99 

22967 

9269 

32236 

1999-2000 

24281 

13671 

37952 


Wffi) Rntfttet ftrWr ft 45 ftsr 1995-96 ft 1997-98 eft amfa 

ft ftRT4 armrft ftftj ftftrcH 26217 ft .54 ftfrift ft ftt fft 1998-99 ft rtir»j5 
ft 4<? 4f I dRfrld 4^ 1997-98 ftt ?pR4T ft 1998-99 ft sfmrftt 5ftcJ R3M5 6648 ft.54 
4T eTWT 26% 54> 54 4 ^ I ?ft MR eft 26.2% eft cjf£ 1997-98 ft *Jcf5T5ft 5ftcJ f4ftt 
ft ft 5ft ftl 5ft I 58JTfft 1999-2000 ft atrmft 17.73% 545 gft 4?4J 5ftc| tftftt 

ft«)d 5.72% 545 ft 4ft | MR fftfT 5R? 3TT4fft RI45 ft t|Sj 5RT 545R 4ft 
|fft fftftt ft 4tff ip* i tftft ft 5.72% eft ftft ft effe ft, ^drrcaft snt 
R lfft *je4 3jr^(fter> 4 >h 45R ftft ft ct>ku| ( 5TTX<T ftt 534 RTeft I 

(3) ftt V ft W ft 5T4ft ft ^eT tftft ft 1998-99 ft 30121 RROftft ft.54 ft 1999-2000 
ft 20927 45. tffft ft.54 4T RWT 30% 545 fftRT4<i 3Tft I ft Wrft ft, Iftfft 

ijc4 1998-99 ft 25117 4>0 ftrf ft.ft 1999-2000 ft 20344 ftDftft ft054 afftft eFT- 
44 19% 545 3?R TRT 3[R ^ ft 4i4ft ft <p5 fftft 454?R 23120 RnO ftft ft054 (fftft 
ft) ft 18750 ft) ftft ft054 3ieftT W444 19% Mfftft I Jfwfft4 4? W^RT fft4T 


435 GI/2001— 4 
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SffiTT t UcW "fw ^gq?r if 3PHT ?Rr cpRRT ^ 3fR tiff eftgt 

WRr ttf<t m ftfpf Tjc^t if otwt i 9% ^ 30% ^ eft cp*ft % mR^rwroit »ft i 

(4) itere 

1998-99 if 196 RfO^r cT^ ^ ^ teR<| ^ctt^i $> miw 

1995-96 if 289 $fOm dT ^ 1996-97 if 376 iftO^T 3fR 1997-98 if 515 *ff.cRT m W 
W I ?rfr 1999-2000 if kWlft TTcRfa if 580 RfO m cRP 4^ tffcddH ^ ^ I 

(5) HV/H I K 

cfl'il tRo^ 'dcMlci^'i ^ >{jRlcl fcf5RJT 1? fcp *WlK if cpfl? FlRf Fi?f ^ ^ I 

(6) I3cq re3 icti 

* 

tR^ vJ^Rtbl if vJcMK4*fT if ^ 3>T 9^Rl Tb^ f^TI $ 3Rlfa mm if 1997-98 

ir 1999-2000 ?rep ^?f amfa % 3 Rft 3TfcT zpfrP if effe ^ t 3?R ^OHIR if ^ Tnft 

I 

(7) wm 

m> ^RP iftftfeH ^RRT^ TRTTepff ^T WI % Tlf&cT %f$t TTjfcRlf cpj JT*M M 
TT^ 9911-Tcpf % cTmm ^R WT I XT TT& % ^Flcf ^ 1998 99 if Mf^Rf cffifRl^F W 
wi erm •fgcT ir Rri 3fk fcp vjcwr ctptci smtf afR fMt wffiKft if wm- 
ffa f^RR mi t, 1999-2000 if cTRT, Flfr if rRr^cI Ff T9T I IRft 1PPR Vwc & RFfeT 
if tft, 1998-99 if RI?T RDT ^3fT «TT, R? 1999-2000 if B#Rff if ^Rd^cT Ft TRT I 3TcT: ^Rff 
3n4T^ WpRf cR iRftfeB RRRT^ ^ TRlTdT if vfFT cfTR Ft TIT «TT , 1999-2000 if vRgRf 
^fRIFT VJ3RIT I 

(r) wtRp fcRcPRi it r? ^gr w f*P w tRcj ^Rt Rsfrtt afR 

9rqRRPTfT if ^TR R^ftfTcT RRRTI WlR 3RRT ?TMR 3RT Rsft fetffft cf>t R^fcTOt if 
4nft RHT FlRr if «TCoT m 3fR TTSRf g>T Mr |3n I srfrfRrP Rrf^tTcT cTO ^ 
Ri^Rd 4>yif % fcRf 3fR ffffcT cpf cpR ctjvjij ^7 feR vRTcpf 3T^oFf RR FR TRITeH ^R9T T5T 
vlft Mf iff M)R % ^Tep v3^cT RWRT RR nfrff^ HeffeT 9^f FTeTT 1 T?ff ^ WT % f^ 
TPfTTRI ^TReff if arfcf f^efTR ^ feR? IRP cR 2I t I ?MTRr TF ?T^ TRcT 9# 

t I 4R9T if FReJ SfMR if RTT cPRlcff *R cR^lf ^ % \3Rf% gKT 9# 5Tf% if , 

^TTepT sm^xf FM Ffm t I iffHf tfRp TffaRm ETRT 8^f, ^ff ^Rl TR- 

4FY YSffTRI 3Tf?Rm cpj 3lfSppR M t, aTgsf^ ^Reft % "uRf ^7 WfflT RR, FTf 

WR vJfTEf ip Ti9lcH % TPR| ^ &^{k TRepR ^rce # fcp ?pff cR^ 3ff^ HTRT 
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A afR Rft ip artftR sjrqrRT ft ?1 ftRftr Refm ftt R4R artcf ?T stcpr 

SfRRPT ft eft, tRcplI) if cpftP RR cfRJ tr ysftqTR 5Jc^ ST^fad 4R 

^Kft t I" f?T RRT % 3ISE2H ft RF kJ<+>c^H WR & fcp fvpR ftftftrfcfftf ft 3lftlR ft^R 3TRTRT 

^ Raiftiii ^pep ariSkm ft vjfNr ftl rtwpprt % sfR ^rfert? rrr if ftn ftfaft 
47 arr^lrf RRRef if ftrcWdld % ftRP t cftffft cjl^cpd l 4TTftf ft fefTJ eftr^ T[cp R^- 
cepjot RSR t fftfT R7 ftftlf ftR ft feTR fftRR cpftf <ft 3 TTcRIRkTT t I ftfPJ RP4TRftf ftt ft*fk 
arfcf 3W4T STlftcPT ^ ftfaft ft feR fftft ft RR if «RHW, Pfmm ^RTTfe cpT^RI aftfftcl % I ft 
rR2T ftSfep ftftfRftf 4 cm ft ftl eft'RRf 47 fftfc RRft f sfR R7T ft^ft ft 3TRTTR ftfacf Wlcf ft 

^nft t afk fftftwp -e^cj f^rfer 47 RRft wm ftftft ft for? qftapp arrays t I 

^fftrP ftl ^ ft ftft ^afrfeTR ejpfRr?^ 44 30RTR fftftR 3RJRR 7% eft ftfttfcFT 
PPrRl^ ft Rftj ^reftf cpt ftftfc ftft ft TSRft ft I 

(6) tflfft ft EpRtrr 

w r«p 4ftk a# m jrr ft rf ftsr w % ftsftfoR Rftkr^ ftt 7 ft 3nft w ftfaft 

1997- 98 ft 1999-2000 ip ftRH Rr 7ft ft I 1997 ftt ww fcRift ft ftt 7ft arrft Rtp efftm 
678 WVM\ 74PR qfer fttO RR eft rf 1997 efft feWT# ir 625 smft^ ^TeR 
RK) ^RT 1997 cf5Y eftepft feTRT^ A 608 3l^fM ^TcR 3TfcT cfcP Rr ^ I 1997 
arrRsrft fcFrr^ ^ ^Rrt 661 3FRfa?t ^rr wfer w w M kfifRr 1998 ^ wf 
kFn^t fiRf ^r 612 3TfRk^ ^icR ykr ^fto^r cicp fatR ^ i x^nn 1998 cj?r ^fkt 
krfTT^ ^ ift >3n ^ w 3TT?mi 590 3TfpM ^IeR 3 ?Rt ^0 ^T ^ 1998 ^ ^fRRr feRT^t 
518 3FP^t ^R wftr ?fto ?rt ?pp ■<# jf^Rf f^mi^ 4, 465 3Rpftcft ^rr flkr jHOct 

1 999 cf$t #fkt 3fR 3fTf^t kmr# $ ?pTR[: 386 3wfk?f ^TcR ITfcT TflO^T, 3313Rkfaft 
^TeR 5rfif TftO ^f^fR 317 3Rftcl5t ^RR ^10^1 Rep ^ ^ fM | 2000 cf51 50R1 fcPRl^t 
if arraicf c^t # 3rrf w ^rir 270 ^ -275 ar^Mt st?r cRPakkR^ i rpO Rf?r ^K) rrt 
ip 3RJHR ^1 m$ w 45kfrf 1999 i{ 14545 RjO t 1999 ^ ^Rrt f^T# 

13626/- >50 Rift I 3^ '4 ^alflfrR Pdkl^ ip STRneft if ff^ Rtcfl I MfRd 
ERfkT^R ip 3TRfTR Rt 1997-98 if 7390 kfORR £, w 1998-99 if 9269 iftORR afR 
1999-2000 if 13671 rftO^r R^ w 4^ I fR ]7cpR 1997-98 ^PHT 4 1998-99 if 
3mriR PFT^FT 25.3% 6f% 3ik 1998-99 eft ^ 99-2000 if PTWT 47.5% W$ I srrarR 
4^1 eft ^cBT if pftcj RRTTcH if 1997-98 ift eJPFfT if 1998-99 if 32.4% ^ 

ftlipR 1999-2000 ^ VJ8JI44 epeRT 4.2% «{RT | rRj RRTKeft ^ gpr^ IcftPR 1JPR 4RT 

4R% anRRft RRrjprj if 3PRT 3RT RRR Rsft epf JfTRR RpTjj I 4ft tt ^ ip TRrRr if 

1998- 99 if ^ fiftPR iJRT R 30,121/-RPO irfcT iftORR ft 20,927/- ^0 Rftr ftORR ?fcp 
eft Ri>!Ne ^ l ipwpfRR ip Rprft if 1998-99 R ^ ffaii ^ if 25,117/- R)0 R 

1999- 2000 if 20,344/- W Jffcf ftORR Rep eft cpft ^ I ^RT 3TR ^7 % JTprft ^ ^ffif 
1998-99 if 23,120/- ^50 nfr ^IOrr ( tm » ) R 1999-2000 if 18,750/- RiO 5ffrT 




2 8 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part II— Sec. 3(i)] 


%1044 445 4% Pi? 14c I f%454 % #0% ^ $4 f*R|42f %5 414^4 4%cJ 4cMI445 34T% 

wtor sm 4% wm rtf m i 1999-2000 % snwtfr ^ % 17.73% 445 4% 

1$ cTf^f 4%cJ Gcqrc<t> ter 5.72% 4% iffe 4R ^ i 1999-2000 % 34T% 2769 
%Kte4 % am 44 TO f34 ( 117.73% X22976-24281) | 44%5 gRT ?3%J *4? 4MR 4t?R W 
3TT4TcT 5R7 45*41 4R fcNTT 44T 3% ffc arfclRrl) 2759 %Y/?4 ( 13671-9269x117.73% ) 445 
44 J I4| I 


(2) $4 H45R %a%foH 4?#4$4 % TT^ 4444451 4>Y %«JtfcT4 4cfKT^3 %> 4^cT 3fRlTcfi %> 

4444 erlcf i <pj5 reft gRT 4% f^zrr 44T & % tr% 3trtt?t ej^; \3s%4 4% 44 

WI crr.rfr 44 %t4> 4^1 $ 44ffcp ?TcT fl % 3Rlf4 2000 4% <J*P% % MloH 

4% arnricT 4%H4l % 44%4 ?jeir gsrfaT t I 4? 45 ?t 44t % fcp ^reftfcH cfvfRi^g 4 % 4?far4 ?ft 

3ni ^<75 4%4ci 450 3T4%4% 31cR frfcf %1044 t 3fR 34^44% 45 347% w eft 34J4R ^rtft 
4 4f41% 4r%1 #Tcf 350 3R5%4% 5ST4R fllcf 44 5$ t I 

(3) f?m % 44 PRfa 4? 4g4% % IcP? ^sftfcp 4#?T44 4 % 4%4i4 

%t 3ir4 ^ 4^4% 3TTEIR 47% ?t 44>cft 4%1f%5 4? #4 ?1 ^ 4% 4%44 % foRT45T f^Rl#T 
3T^T %5 E%?14 ElcI 47% 4%4%1 % ^ W 4^f £ I 3TT4T4 4%4cl1 % f%f%4 45R3J|1 ?Y 

?Wt f%RT% 4%^ vRIRPf 4% 4444 4% %t WfocT fcRj> BYnT I #Ef ^ ^ ^Tcff ^R rTR^ 

fa^TcRT P -d\ t 3fR T ^MY?J ^ I 

(4) rfict cj^Yrct wf^RT, w 4 ^r1 ^r gfa amrrer w 

wrPmr srfSRWa ^r f^rr Ri\ r , t? «r?^r I yerft ^Vift wet ^ wr4 4 

EpT^R cr^FRT 5Rfkr ?YcIT vJR 4R <^cft R 3TTTT?f |I[ f U? TJRT 3HenRcT 

HcftcT ?Ytt ewrftl ar^f^r T^f t erfcRr 4F ^ sfR YafPmi 3?t^Rtf4cr ^4 

itft ^rfcp arPTRfr ^ <£tacr ^rtqi4 c?Yr jmrfcrcT cp^Tr i wd1?i '^r gtfn 
4? 7?fl4T4 ^yi4t % '3^44t 4>t 1 J4 4R TI%4T uft EfYc^ 44T]c[4>t yfcRy?ft 44^ % fcP? 4444 
4RY ylRTlf^cT 4R% % feR t 4 1% 4^ 4RR4-1 3T44T fYtt 4^ 3RmcTT 4tr4#cT 
4R^t % fcTV 1 3RTS4T vlcHRcp) 4>t Mlrfllf^d 4R^ cp 4T4-4T4 Wdfritl cp)4d jrfff>4J 4c^ 4flfT4 
4444451 451 4f^54 4>M I 

7. 7T4T4M4 4t4RT 

317^4451 ^ 44^5 4RT f^T 44 44RH 3fR 344H 4frRq4fc4454T ^ ^4R 45 fcPf 44f| 
43? WRI444) ’44I4P44 41444 44 fcl444 f^4T % I 34^4451 ^ 4>5T t t 344f1 445^ 45l 
f^RcR v5?)d 4R 7% ^ 3fl7 4Hl'(l§4 4^1 Mfcl ^Pli tidleH e44cT Epl 4>4 45?% ^ 4%?4 

% % 344% f%f%4%4 ^fcRT^fr %5 HI4tc|?M 4% 44RT -45^1 | 
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(2) iRpf aft q ttr if 7R5 if fftRfT ®TT fcp 'RfcT iffOdd MfeH ddfRIFF dft RFTd if 
f^RIdd ftntefRsid ddmff Yf Ftftt :- 

(d>) FR ddd 

(?$) did dft ofTdd dR dRft cp fcRr dR% aiTUR % WH dR dl^frldi % dd 
ddtd 

(d) dcdTdd RFTd ddf dRft % fcRf iftqr % W dR WI^>fcl<+> % dd ddtd dd ffcjcf 
ddddftdRR I 

(3) aft q TTef if 3Idft anftdd if fftstddR dF d>FT & RP FTfifcId) % % RTPT dFSTf dd 
■RTFTm Wdtd ard<ft 12 d#ft if RT fcRTT Riddl afR cftd ddt if aft d # dR afdft ftsftfoH 
dvfRfFS eft mdTdd RFfd cf^t RWT ( dMd ) ^ dfcf ^tO dd dd> dR dft f^rfef if 
FRTT I F^t dddd VtRRd ft d*FT £fT f% %fed dd-lTdd ft f^cT ftdR ft iffttlftpr 4v)Yd^S 4 ( 

ftfdftld ) W irfcr ftto dd «rrt dR ^ftrft I *u<JaiPid> -^mi ft> ftkrd dddidftt % ardft dm 

if afR f^Rsrd fftftdd if aft d ftt dR ft d>FT t fa ftfttfftld dRRfFF ft> fftfftdftd if dfttftd afR 
f^d T$W arnl4^ $ I dRtftd dft oddd dR dRft % fad ddffft ftmf TpRTd Rtd ftfttfftdd 

dddlYmr ft di$~fftd> fta dft an^ % fftd fftdd ft dftft> dTftar if ftdifod ardft 90 ftdT- 
dTd ft>fed fft^Jd mid dft dRdT ft dTfftftdi ftdf dd ddR I dd~ftft dF ftt TRdTd d?3T ft fa 
dfad ft dftfeRT mid dft RRftf fft^d ftft ft fftdfd RTdd dft dR qR^ if ddc^t def^ fiRRff 
f^RfYf qvfl'Od d?f RTdd afR ddcp i^d'M'hM iRfffeTd cHiVI^'d RTdd if d>iff #?f I d^4 
dF ift WT % t^P f4^d d?f RFTd if if?ftfcRT ddRl^ fYMd if ^dd eft f^d d>t 
oTFRT if ^ d>*ft I 3RfTdT d^ft dF ^FT t fY t ^if^R RFTdi if dRd % 

fed? ddrd dR # afR ^ aM dRft RRd if PRfdd RTY % foRf ftfifd fYxiid RWl-ff Yf 
fYdR-f^Ri efR t ftmif MfeH dRRTFF ^f RFTd if afR aifecp fiRTcld FRft I cRRcfRd 
if w $ fcp ^ f^Rd 3RJcp af^qid m 3RdI mid ddlfefd dRif dd ^5TTd R3il ^ f^RRf fY>' 
iRfifeRT dd arftem ddW Ft ^ I d^fif d?FT t 1^ FdY' qRqRRddR RFTd if ( 

dtq#I ) ^)0 qf!r ?ftO dd d5t ddd FRff afR fdR ir RFFf d^fk t f?P d>TFRT apTF dfY 
dMd ^ iRrpftR dd 3fRdd f<m RTR ^ iRjtf^Rf dRRT^g d5t efFTd if ( %pfrd ) RiO deF d5t 
PRldd FRff I FdfcRJ dYcJ ddfTddif ^ ^td dM % f?R 'fdftdTd djed’ afl^RRnd dd ar^Ttd 
f^dTt I 

(4) an^ddif strt sR^d mfTdPdd dtarai dd qff^RT ffcn mn t I dsaff ^ <^fecb>i Yr % 
arrcrfcfd iRStfePf defRTF^ af^IddR cfdRt if 3TFJT t, iRftfeH ddfRTFd d?f qtd^ if f^t d>t 
dftdd d?r ^RdT d?f 3TTcRdddd % I Fdi^t if^f^FT d^t RFTd d^f ddf dR^f ip dddft d>t dY? 
Rtdl RpY I 5 ^ch afRTdT 4td dTedt % feR RdftdTd dd dt?f ci'34> ^f arfSrYfd 11 ! fYdR 
dR% 3fTd?WdT % I ^Rkddl dt^RT dd IcRetdR dR% % ddxfTd afR dtdRTaff ^ dddf-ddd 
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in 

tenter n4 tet §>? nF terc fte nm 4 vicqite nte infer 4 tet % 

foP? 4*qcT qq> n4 n4 wl<£) amf4 Tpcffr^f gl'fl xtef I 

Hl4\»lPlq> fteT 

(1) te 4 ffe n4 4 f4> term igw arftenn te 4 ftet wm 4 

wert te ten i Pm4d term ?pE srf^frq^T n§?r 4 ten 4> arfte tewtet n4 
ofFTcT qT 3Tcten> sfr^T te'lT ftteR aflte % ftftediaft TR afR arRdVl<Tll teE WTRt % 
tetter % te ntet 4 te 4t4t I te4 ante) 44tfcR te?r§s n4 w 

cET wm, arf%n WTR n4 tetT 4t tetn tet ^Tefr TjpTcTT IRT fte TfRT %, WiR 

Ftnr I 

(2) FTT fte 4 m te Tpqr fa "tete<E te" 3TfiTczrfxr) 3 r 4 FPR 4 ter tetrET 4> 
1%cr n4 arramte n4t teit I m*n <et ate? ^ince ar4 4 4t apr4 nra) 4 n4 
f^r 4r wr wiTTT n4 iff ?nf4er nR?n 4 t tet term ?jan? ateEnn 4? qften-R^n 
^'HcJK'f 4> fel\ r aTRlftET 44tf4R tettFF n4 tectf 4 Ft 4, ?TF WT4? arte 

vr?qT^r fated raft n4 41 ante <tr wk ft 4 I tete term ^cn> atete % tent <Et 4t 
HfH 4 WIT FF^Jof 4 I telEf ?Je^E ateERT 3F ten tej ten <4 cffacT 3mTTcff 4 
dcMd HfcT'WTf n4 nf R&lfd 4 pP-TcR) 4? fan? TR>RTRnE 'HHl4)aH «Hl4 4? foTCJ f4c^ WjVl n4 
tot ^rqcw <e^tw f i F^rfo 1 ? q^rtET wr % ferq ^wlqrq ^e arfMqwr % IcP? 
t ter wfci<£c4 qrrmt cEt, ^ ^ Ft, eft ^r ten qfeE Gte Ff^St ^krrf qr tet anq- 
^q«Edi3ff qjf <e^ 4 % foq ^nw ^qrq Tff 5 t<fh ten I f^R te| ntef ^ ^ ^teE 
tet ^ ter wf^ f4>\'t qg^r vM cEt ^nr^ tef aretewT n?t teerR 
$ct % i vrten ?jc^, 'qft write ter ante ^rt wr tepmt $\ f^ifri ^f ftenf 
ten te nF ee4 w ?ee MfeR ten^F % tesff afR wr^r ftftftd wte % teati % 
f^r ^f ift te i ?teR n? FFg^r fte defter ten^F n^r term srlte- 

qpr tev-iRch fte ^ te i 

9. anfcTC YihIhw ^RE 

qi'Mq 4 mte 4 ar^qui ^r 4 % q?Hid s Tqlfch srflR Pite vnrff fcEn ^n 4, 
temr Tfenr arftem ^E tent % fcR te mteE ter qften 44 n4 aRRnqren te wwft 
n| l 

(10) ^tprt n4 fter te te f4te 4 te nn te 

n«n ■dente % strr nr 1999-2000 n4 ate % 4 rrt frf 4 4«StfcR 
tev i ^-d % antet % fte 4, frf n414te nte 4 tern te % am fte mir 4 4:- 
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MTOI 7R1MH : araMT' 1 ! 


'«iR^-6 


ftfi/ftftn 

31|illd( fttO ) 

apn/rricHfiddi 

#ft cTT^ft 

40.248 

0.29 

ftO 3tr 0 ftftr 

20.124 

0.15 

ftRTflft 

5.5 

0.04 

tf?RT 

1727 

12.63 


4730.896 

34.60 

\b Ur 

FPTef?PT 

20.124 

0.15 

ftcRefe 

1763,247 

12.90 

W3RT 3lftft?T 

25.378 

0.18 

^ofto 

5238.477 

38.33 

^O'RlOl’O 

100 

0.73 

W 

13670.994 

100 


11. fftetfft \ r 4 ft^jfft 

(1) ^vftdj ftfa ^RuiihI ftt EZTFT ft «3cr ^ ^ fftMft Plchldl W t fft? W ft 

ftfttfeH ft ftftr 3n?mfr srt ^r^eft eft ftft? sjfft Mgxrrft ftt 3n?rc?T t sfR 

■ffRd ft ftsftfeff cfvfRT^S % STRTTcfr ^ ^TToT ^ 3fftft % fcR r ^STtcTRT ?Jc*f? arfftftfftd cJ^Tl 
'Hl4'JlPld %cl ^ BftTT I 

(2) ^ftTR *jeg» ^ft 1ft?dftt Trf^r Mfftr eft ^ fft? ^Rcj ftl ftftft sifft eft ^t ^n 

ftft 3PJ^?c[ 'MHfftMH eft ^Rof «RTft % fcRJ ?ft ^ ^ftt tjef 3fR ftt TRT % dcMKd 

tptrt 1999-2000 eft ^ eft ftt srETf^r ^ft arfft?? w fft fft Ri d afR *rft ftft % 4?rm *nfor afftr- 
cH 'tfT'TTC elFRT eft feRTT W t I ^cMT^ftt ft cT^lft tr ft’jftftr cfFRft % 31MR *R, 
fftf^RT RRT ef?T fftzjT ft I 3Rf: EfR ft ^ eTRf ( ftftftfa ) eft ^Iftct WWT "W ft ftk &f 
fft*n trtt ft i ^ftt sr4?R ftfttftm ejftkii^ strttct eft ftt aift ^ ftftrft ft w. 
arft?r 3 t^k, 1999 ft *nft, 2000 ^ *nfftr aftwr mm m teift ^ t i ijfft w ^r- 
rt 4 ft? wft ft? fay ftl an4 w anEfm efttrft ft wftfaH tft?^ w t i ft^m ftt ftftn "Eftcj 

wfti eft ^T-ftr^TT ft ftft enft ft? mm t ftft ft?reTR ?ft I ft^iRyi ftgcf 

^J4cT*T WT ft? IcPT eft TJ^ ft xft iftcj Eft >H^RIrHeb WTTftp3R ft? fcRf 4?ftft I 

3 RT-, ?t? Eft wft % 1 ft? ^TRcT ft ftftfftR eraki^ ft ftftr amnftf w Pinlftifftici mi m 
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3tpw«t>ni % anfH Rit ^eftfprr wUi$« % T*f*far armnff ^ ^ fhfk stftr ^ anw $ 

TTT^R % lent, y, 6 ^ Vllvl %T feijj T^Ihih ye**) 3(<][wn em, ftRjr "Jin' :— 




PTJh T$ff T TT*t 

TTO-mi =BT WI % 

TTOT’t % 

1W%(2) - (1) 

(D 

(2) 

(3) 

38.5+11 

38.5 

11 


[wp. Pw)qw/'j|T , «i/2/2000] 

SIR. %. TJRn, H&|Ph£kW 


OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR GENERAL (SAFEGUARDS) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 15th December. 2000 

Sub: Safeguard investigation concerning import of Methylene Chloride into India—Final Findings. 

G.S.R. 94(E). —Having regard to the Customs TanfF Act. 1975 and the Customs Tariif (Identification and Assessment 
of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997 thereof. 

A. PROCEDURE 

1. The Notice of Initiation of safeguard investigation concerning imports of Methylene Chloride into India was 
issued on 17-07-2000 and was published in the Gazette of India. Extraordinary on 18-07-2000 A copy of the Notice was sent 
to all know n interested parties, namely : 

Domestic Producers 

(i) Gujarat Alkalies & Chemicals Limited (G ACL). Gujarat 

(u) Cheniplast Sanmar Limited. (CSL). Chennai 
(in) SRF Limited, (SRF). New Delhi. 

Importers & Users Industries 
(i) C. J. Shah & Co.. Mumbai 
(li) Harcsh Kumar & Co., Mumbai 
(m) Ranbaxy Laboratories Ltd.. New Delhi. 

(i\) Lupin Laboratories Ltd., Mumbai 

(v) KopranLtd., Mumbai 

(\ i) Dr. Reddy’s Laboratories Ltd., Hyderabad 
(mi ) Traxpo Trading Pvt. Ltd., Mumbai 
(viii) Aurobindo Pharma Ltd.. Hyderabad 
(i\) Chemox Chemical Industries Ltd.. Bliamch. Gujarat 
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(x) Indosol Drugs Pvt. Ltd., Ankleshwar, Gujarat 

(xi) Sins Ltd., Hyderabad 

(xii) Rallis, Mumbai 

(xiii) United Phosphorus Ltd., Mumbai 

(xiv) Cipla Ltd., Mumbai 

(xv) J.K.Drugs & Pharmaceuticals Ltd., New Delhi. 

(xvi) Max G.B.Ltd., Chandigarh 

Exporters 

(i) ICI Chemicals & Polymers Limited, U.K. 

(ii) Solvay A.G., Belgium 

(iii) Akzo Nobel NV, Netherlands 

(iv) Elf Atochem, S.A., France (Now known as Atofina) 

(v) Helm Ag., Germany 

(vi) Larouche Industries International L.I.I., Germany 
(Returned undelivered by Postal authorities) 

(vii) DOW Chemical Company, USA 
(viii) ICC Chemical Corporation, USA 
(ix) Vinmar International Ltd., U SA 

Associations 

(i) Verband der Chemischen Indutrie - VCL, Germany 

(ii) Chemical Safety Management Centre, Japan 

(iii) Chemical Manufacturers Association, USA 

(iv) European Chlorinated Solvent Association, Belgium 

2. A copy of the notice alongwith the application and 
questionnaire was also sent to the governments of exporting countries 
through their High Commissions/Embassies in New Delhi namely 
Belgium, Brazil, Chinese Taipei, France, Germany, Hongkong, 
Hungary, Israel, Italy, Japan, the Netherlands, Russia, Spain. 
Switzerland, UK and USA. 

3. Questionnaires were also sent on the same day to all known 
domestic producers, exporters and importers who were asked to 
submit their response by 28.08.2000. 

4. The European Union/Delegation of European Commission in 
India also requested the Director General (Safeguard) to consider 
them as an interested party in the investigations. Their request as an 
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interested party was taken on record and they were furnished all 
relevant documents. 

A letter dated 23.10.2000 was received from SRF Ltd., New 
Delhi, one of the domestic producers of Methylene. Chloride 
extending support to the Applicants for imposition of safeguard duty. 
They have stated that they have a capacity to manufacture 10000 MT 
of Methylene Chloride per annum which they can fully utilise to meet 
local demand if prices are remunerative. 

5. M/s. GACL and CSL requested extension of time to file their 
response to the questionnaire and accordingly they were permitted to 
file their response by 3 rd September, 2000. 

6. Replies to the Notice dated 17.07.2000 and to the questionnaire 
were received from the following parties: 

Domestic Producers 

(i) Gujarat Alkalies & Chemicals Limited, (GACL), Gujarat 

(ii) Chemplast Sanmar Limited, (CSL), Chennai 

Esp ort m 

(i) Atofina, France 

(ii) Helm Ag., Germany 

(iii) ICI Chemicals - Polymers Ltd., U.fC.(through counsel) 

(iv) Solvay f , Belgium 

Exporting Governments 

(i) Chinese Taipei, (Taipei Economic and Cultural Centre, New 
Delhi). 

(ii) Embassy of the Republic of Hungary, New Delhi. 

Importers & User Industries 

(i) Ranbaxy Laboratories Ltd., New Delhi 

(ii) Indosol Drugs Ltd., Mumbai 

(iii) Aurobindo Pharma Ltd., Hyderabad 

(iv) Lupin Laboratories Ltd., Mumbai 
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7. A team of officers did verification of the information 
considered necessary for the investigation and the outcome of the 
investigations was conveyed to the concerned parties who were 
visited and a copy of the investigation report was also placed in Public 
File. 

8. A Public Hearing was given to all interested parties on 
03.11.2000, notice for which was sent on 28.09.2000. During the 
Public Hearing the interested parties were requested to file their 
written submission of oral arguments made by them by 13.11.2000, 
collect replies filed by others on 14.11.2000 and to file rebuttals, if 
any, by 27.11.2000. 

The following parties attended the Public Hearing: 

(i) Gujarat Alkalies & Chemicals Limited, (GACL), Gujarat * 

(ii) Chemplast Sanmar Limited, (CSL), Chennai 1 * 

(iii) SRF Ltd., New Delhi 

(iv) Atofina, France 

(v) ICI Chemicals - Polymers Ltd., U.K* 

(vi) Chinese Taipei, (Taipei Economic and Cultural Centre, New 
Delhi). 

(vii) Ranbaxy Laboratories Ltd., New Delhi* 

(viii) Indosol Drugs Ltd., Mumbai 

(ix) Aurobindo Pharma Ltd., Hyderabad 

(x) Lupin Laboratories Ltd., Mumbai 

(xi) European Commission, New Delhi. 

* (Represented through Counsel) 

B. VIEWS OF DOMESTIC PRODUCERS 

(i) Gujarat Alkalies and Chemicals Ltd. is a company promoted by 
Government of Gujarat through Gujarat Industrial Investment 
Corporation and are the largest producers of caustic-chlorine in the 
country. In addition to caustic-soda, the company is also 
manufacturing Sodium Cyanide, Chloromethanes, Hydrogen 
Peroxide, Potassium Hydroxide, Potassium Carbonate and Phosphoric 
Acid at its Baroda and Bharuch (Gujarat) plants. The company has a 
sales turnover of Rs.705 crore (1999-2000) and employs about 1400 
employees. The company’s accounts are audited by Comptroller & 
Auditor General. 
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(ii) Chemplast Sanmar Ltd. is the flagship company of the Sanmar 
Group of Companies. It is one of the largest group based in South 
India. Chemplast Sanmar Ltd. commenced operations at Mettur near 
Salem in Tamil Nadu in May, 1967. Chemplast Sanmar Ltd. (CSL) 
manufactures PVC Resins, Chlorine, Chlorinated Solvents, 
Refrigerant Gases and Silicon Wafers. The turnover of the company 
is around Rs.400 crores per annum and has an employee strength of 
around 1200. 

(iii) The import figures furnished by them in respect of Methylene 
Chloride have been arrived at on the basis of DGCIS data. For the 
year 1999-2000, the figures pertain to imports made at Kandla which 
have been extrapolated to arrive at a quantum of 13500 MT. 

(iv) The imports to an extent became necessary till about 1996-97 
due to demand and supply constraints. As CSL enhanced its capacity 
to produce Methylene Chloride by 7500 MT and SRF also 
commenced production of Methylene Chloride in the year 1997-98. 
It was anticipated that imports of Methylene Chloride would 
gradually decline, contrary to this imports have increased in absolute 
terms from 7390 MT in 1997-98 to 9269 MT in 1998-99 and from 
9269 MT to 13500 in 1999-2000. Similarly imports were 42.25% of 
domestic production in the year 1997-98 which came down slightly 
to 40.96% of the domestic production in the year 1998-99 and 
increased to 59.02% of the domestic production in the year 1999- 
2000. The imports of Methylene Chloride have doubled within the 
last three years which is close to 60% of the annual production of the 
domestic producers and has challenged the domestic pricing of the 
product. 

(v) International price of Methylene Chloride have been steadily 
falling during last 5 years. The landed cost of Methylene Chloride 
into India during the last 2 years has fallen by 46%. 

(vi) Production of Chloromethanes is a continuous process 
involving production of all three products namely; Methylene 
Chloride, Chloroform and Carbon Tetrachloride. GACL product mix 
ratios are 42:36:22 for the above named products respectively while 
Chemplasfs are 45:30:25%. This is due to their individual plant 
process characteristics and the actual production figures tend to vary 
from these ratios. 
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(vii) There are stringent environmental regulations in Europe and 
USA controlling the use of one particular Chloromethane solvent, 
Methylene Chloride, which is primarily used as a paint stripper. The 
restrictions have been imposed on the use of Methylene Chloride by 
the Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) USA and 
by the European Union Environment Council regarding volatile 
organic compounds (VOC). Due to this reason, and to reduce their 
growing inventories, the European producers were diverting and 
exporting their production to the far eastern countries and South East 
Asian markets. However, due to the fall in the economies of the 
eastern countries, these surplus productions are being diverted to 
India, which has become a highly receptive market for these surplus 
products. 

(viii) To keep up with the steady down ward trend of prices of 
Chloromethanes being landed at Indian ports, the Indian 
manufacturers have had to correspondingly reduce their prices to be 
able to sell their products in the market. The option of holding on to 
their inventories, even on a short term, basis is not available to this 
industry, since (a) the storage or shelf life of the liquid products like 
Choloromethanes is short and (b) the steady drop in international and 
CIF India prices. The prices have shown no occurrences of bouncing 
back to a sustainable level in the recent past based on which the 
decision to hold on to inventories on a short term basis can be based. 
Hehce with every drop in CIF prices, domestic manufacturers have 
had to drop their own prices to a matching level on an immediate 
basis, to stay in the market. GACL had to reduce its Exwork price of 
Methylene Chloride from Rs.25968/PMT in April’98 to 
Rs.l 6944/PMT in March 2000. Similarly M/s. CSL had to reduce its 
Exwork price from Rs.26302/PMT in April’98 to Rs.l8283/PMT in 
March 2000 which has affected their profitability seriously. 

(ix) The Indian economy has opened its door to liberal imports, by 
drastically reducing customs duties in the last 6/7 years, with a steep 
fall from 100% to 35%. This has incentivated export of the surplus 
products from Europe, by adding lower duties to reduced prices. 

(x) The cost of production for the Indian manufacturers have been 
consistently increasing for reasons beyond their control. There have 
been substantial increases in the prices of Methyl Alcohol, Chlorine 
and power, apart from wages and salaries. In this situation, the 
market perspective for chemicals in general, both in India and 
internationally, has turned bleak lately. Prices of various chemicals 
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have shown consistently downward trends. For example, a major 
product of Gujarat Alkalies & Chemicals Ltd., viz. Caustic soda has 
seen a drastic reduction in its list price - from a high of Rs. 14,057 in 
1996-97 to an effective realization of Rs.7500/- today. This has 
dangerously compressed the margins on the overall profitability of the 
company. Chloromethanes which was earlier a surplus generator has 
turned negative. Another major product of Chemplast, viz. Polyvinyl 
Chloride has seen a drop in prices from a high of Rs.2580/- to a low of 
Rs.1850/- in recent times. Within this overall scenario, the influx of 
large quantities of Chloromethane is playing havoc with the present 
operations of the Indian producers and seriously threatening even their 
medium term viability. 

(xi) The pressure from the European and U.S. manufacturers is 
relentless. Even as the budget for 1999 presented a meagre relief of 
5% increase in the custom tariff, as a result of rationalization, the 
exporters of Europe have brought down their already low prices by 
another US$15, thus practically nullifying the marginal 
rationalization. There is no hope of the relentless downward spiral of 
prices in Europe and U.S.A. ever stabilizing as indicated by this trend. 

(xii) The imported Methylene Chloride is identical in all respects to 
the one manufactured by domestic industry and has the same usage 
characteristics. During the last several year they have been supplying 
Methylene Chloride to the domestic users, in particular Pharma and 
Drug majors who are extremely quality conscious and none raised any 
serious objection regarding the quality of the product. 

(xiii) The relative market share of domestic producers has declined 
from 70% in 1997-98 to 60% in 1999-2000. 

(xiv) GACL and CSL are in the process of de-bottlenecking their 
existing plants and capacity utilisation are being optimised. The total 
requirements of the Indian chloromethane consuming industry can 
easily be satisfied by the domestic industry. 

(xv) Both the companies viz GACL & CSL are taking effective 
steps to bring down their cost of production and sales adopting 
aggressive marketing policy; commissioning a 90 MW power plant by 
GACL and a 30 MW power plant by CSL to reduce the cost of power. 

In addition to the above, SRF Ltd., New Delhi have stated the 
following: 
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(i) Their Chloromethanes Plant was commissioned in 1995-96 and 
has been designed to co-produce Methylene Chloride, Chloroform and 
Carbon Tetrachloride. The maximum ratio of each of product 
produced depends on the Plant designed and the operating parameters. 
The ratio of each product is varied depending on the market 
conditions. They do not have any captive consumption of Methylene 
Chloride and their entire production is sold. 

(ii) As per the guidelines issued by the Government of India, 
production of Carbon Tetrachloride has to be phased out. They have 
been de-bottlenecking their plant and shifting the ratio towards 
Methylene Chloride. As a sequel, tliey have increased their ratio of 
Methylene Chloride production from 10% to 55% of the capacity of 
Chloromethanes in the last 5 years. Chloromethanes capacity was de¬ 
bottlenecked from 14500 MT per annum in 1997-98 to 18550 in 
1998-99. 

(iii) They have not exported Methylene Chloride in the last three 
years. They have not been able to utilise the 10000 MT capacity of 
Methylene Chloride due to unrelenting imports. Their weighted 
average price realisation (in tankers) per MT of Methylene Chloride 
which was Rs.25660/- in April 1998 - June 1998; Rs.27050/- in July 
1998 - Sept. 1998 declined to Rs. 19020/- in Oct.-DeCEffiBer 1999 and 
further declined to Rs. 17180/- in January-March 2000. 

C. VIEWS OF THE IMPORTERS/USER INDUSTRIES 

(a) Indosol Drugs Ltd., Mumbai 

(b) Aurobindo Pharma Ltd., Hyderabad 

(c) Lupin Laboratories Ltd., Mumbai 

They have stated mainly the following: 

(i) They are large users of Methylene Chloride which is a major 
input for a number of bulk drugs manufactured by them for sale in 
domestic market and overseas. Domestically some of these products 
are used for combating common and widespread diseases. Having 
regard to the nature of the drugs, it is their constant effort to make 
sure that the drugs are within the reach of the general public. 
Accordingly cost effective manufacturing of these products is in 
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public interest to ensure that these products can be supplied at a 
reasonable cost to their consumers. 

(ii) There has already been a steep increase in the cost of 
Methylene Chloride over the last six months by virtue of the increase 
in international and domestic prices and the devaluation of the Indian 
rupee. A further imposition of 52.57% imposition of safeguard duty 
would place a major burden on their cost structure which would 
ultimately result in increased cost for consumers for their products 

(iii) The domestic industry despite operating more than their 
capacity have on several occasions have failed to fulfil their 
requirements for Methylene Chloride compelling them to rely on 
imports. 

(d) Ranbaxy Laboratories Ltd., New Delhi. 

(i) The foundation for the legal provision on safeguards can be 
traced to Article XIX of GATT, 1994 and to the Agreement on 
Safeguards. Para 1 of Article XIX enables a country to take 
emergency action if any product is being imported into its territory in 
such increased quantities in such a condition as to cause serious injury 
to the domestic producers of the like or directly competitive product. 
The increase should be as a result of unforeseen developments and 
because of the obligations, including tariff concessions, undertaken by 
a Member Country. Article XIX and the Agreement on Safeguards 
have to be kept in mind while interpreting the provisions of Section 
8B and the Safeguard Rules. Thus, when Section 8B specifies that 
there must be an increase in the import of an Article “in such 
increased quantities”, it is necessary to evaluate whether the increase 
is as a result of unforeseen developments and of the effect of 
obligations by India incurred under the GATT Agreement. Methylene 
Chloride falling under Heading No.2903.12 was not subject to any 
import restriction during the last five years. The increase in imports 
of Methylene Chloride was not at all due to the effect of obligations 
incurred by India, including the Tariff concessions. It was also not 
due to “unforeseen developments” as the increase was a direct 
consequence of the increase in demand that could not be catered to by 
the domestic industries. The demand could not be met by the 
domestic industry, inspite of their operations at over 100% capacity. 
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(ii) Unlike in an anti-dumping investigation where both volume and 
price of imports have to be considered, safeguard action is essentially 
a volume based action. The price of imports is a secondary factor. 
Once it has been established that the increased imports are due to 
market conditions and the inability of the domestic industry because 
of its capacity constraints to cater to the needs of the users, the 
question of serious injury to the domestic industry cannot exist. 

(iii) The quantum of sales of the domestic industry has not shown 
any downward trend. The loss of the market share of 8% in 1999- 
2000 is not an indicator of injury, much less serious injury, in view of 
the fact that the domestic industry has lost its share only because it 
was operating at more than 100% capacity and could not increase its 
hare proportionate to the increase in consumption and not because the 
increased imports have eaten its market share. 

(iv) The safeguard duty sought by the domestic industry has been 
wrongly calculated. It has been calculated on the basis of the landed 
value on the lowest price at which Methylene Chloride had been 
imported in 1999-2000 which is not a correct methodology. The 
weighted average cif price from April 1999 to September 2000 has to 
be considered for determining the landed value. As a part of cyclical 
ups and downs, the price of Methylene Chloride fell for a short time in 
early 2000. They had imported Methylene Chloride at US$ 450 per 
MT and had contracted for import at the same or higher price. If tht 
safeguard duty imposed based on the lowest cif import of a stray 
consignment, it will result in windfall profit to the domestic indust • , 
Under Article XIX, safeguard action should only be to the extent jad 
for such time as may be necessary to prevent or remedy the se jo us 
injury. Keeping in view of the fact that there is no serious injun at all 
and the landed price is currently far in excess of fair sellin ^ price 
demanded by the domestic industry, there is no requirement to 
continue the investigation or to impose safeguard duty. 

(v) In accordance with Rule 5(2)(b) of the Safeguard k>uty Rules, 
an application for imposition safeguard duty should include ? 
statement of the efforts being taken or planned to be taken or both t 
make a positive adjustment to import competition. Ini a safegur rd 
action, the increased import is the factor and not the price. In fact the 
price is assumed to be ‘Tair” as opposed to dumped or subsidised 
prices which are treated as “unfair” prices. If Rs.l 1,990 is a fair price 
and Rs.23,734 is the fair expectation of the domestic indusf.y, the 



42 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part II— Sec. 3(i)l 


adjustment plan should indicate measures to bridge this gap. After 
taking into account the prevailing level of Customs Duty, duty 
protection sought is Rs.6317 per MT. In other words, the adjustment 
plan should show a cost reduction at least to the extent of Rs.6317 
whereas the applicants adjustment plan not even accounts for 174 th of 
this amount. In fact, no amount of effort on their part will bring about 
a reduction in their cost of production by about Rs.6000/- which is a 
must to meet the competition. This is one more reason as to why the 
present safeguard investigation should be terminated. 

D. VIEWS OF THE EXPORTERS 

(a) Atofina, France 

(i) They oppose the imposition of the safeguard duty on imports 
of Methylene Chloride sought by the two Indian companies, Gujarat 
Alkalies and Chemicals Ltd. (GACL) and Chemplast Sanmar Ltd. 
(CSL). 

(ii) They observe from the import figures that the market share of 
imported product during 1999*2000 is actually less than that of 1995- 
96 and 1996-97. This hardly represents a targeting of the Indian 
market and it was merely a question of imports maintaining its regular 
historical market position. 

(iii) They observe that the production of Methylene Chloride in 
India has increased by 47% from 1996-97 to 1999-2000. This large 
increase of production will indeed have contributed negatively to 
domestic pricing conditions. 

(iv) The reference price of USD 275/T CIF Kandla is neither a price 
that is known to ATOFINA or has been used by ATOFINA for its 
business in India during the time of the study. Current market prices 
for Methylene Chloride exported from Europe (Source, ICIS-LOR 
report, 28th July 2000) are quoted as USD $ 370 - 430 FOB North 
Vest Europe. This would equate to a landed CIF Kandla price of 
USD $ 400 - 450/T at present. This price, when converted a landed 
cot, is considerably higher that demanded by the Indian producers as 
a reisonable selling price. They had exported a quantity of 1727 MT 
of M?thylene Chloride during 1999-2000. 
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(v) The calculation made by the Indian producers for the landed 
cost of imported material has made no costing for the port charges, the 
rental of bulk storage at the port, surveying and analytical costs, 
product losses, or the cost of financing the import operation, or a 
margin for a distribution or trading company where the product is 
imported by such a company. 

(b) M/s. ICI Chlor- Chemicals 

(i) Their product is primarily supplied for pharmaceutical and 
cosmetic manufacturing (65%) agro chemicals (25%); extraction 
medium in the food industry (5%); polyurethane foam blousing, 
adhesive formulations, plastic processing, metal digressing etc. Very 
negligible quantities are supplied for the paint and varnish remover 
formulations. 

(ii) They had exported the following quantities of Methylene 
Chloride to India during 1998-2000 viz 


Year 

Bulk 

Drum 

Total 

1998 

3118 

1054 

4172 

1999 

4886 

1694 

6580 

2000 

(Aug’2000) 

2749 

831 

3580 


(iii) The figures of imports mentioned by the domestic industry in 
their application are erroneous and they reserve their right to comment 
on this very crucial aspect of import quantities after actual import data 
is collected by DG(SG). The allegation that domestic sales in Europe 
are decreasing and therefore Methylene Chloride is finding its way to 
India is categorically denied. 

(iv) The strongly believe that no injury is caused to the domestic 
industry due to imports of Methylene Chloride and any imposition of 
safeguard duties will provide undue protection to the domestic 
industry at the cost of the user industry which is predominantly the 
pharmaceutical and agrochemical sectors. 

(v) The re-adjustment plan submitted by the Applicants does not 
deserve safeguard protection. The adjustment claimed by them have 
already been implemented or are part of ongoing improvements in the 
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ordinary course of Plant maintenance and operation. The total benefit 
derived by the domestic industry by adjustment will be Rs.1800/- to 
Rs.2300/- as against a protection sought for Rs.6739/- which in itself 
is an evidence to show that the adjustment plan is wholly inadequate 
to address the alleged injury. 

(vi) Methylene Chloride has not been imported in to India in the 

‘increased’ quantities required under Section 8B of the Customs Tariff 

Act. The domestic industry has suffered no injury, let alone serious 

injury. In fact the plants are operating at capacities in excess of 100% 

by their own admission. The prices of Methylene Chloride being 

imported into India have drastically increased in the last few months. 

Prices move on account of the cost of raw materials and demand and 
\ 

supply globally. The period that shows the reduction in prices 
coincided with the lowest price of raw materials in recent memory. 

Coupled with the South East Asian crisis, the prices were reduced 
globally. Both these issues have now been addressed and prices have 
increased drastically in the past few months. 

(c) S-dlv ay sa, B elgiu m 

(i) Their sales of Methylene Chloride to India are not likely to 
cause a serious injury either to the Indian market or to the Indian 
domestic producers of Methylene Chloride. 

(ii) Their export prices to India were corresponding to export 
market prices in Asia/Pacific area and were greater than their prices in 
European domestic market during the same relevant period. 

(d) Helm AG. Germany 

They have not exported Methylene Chloride to India at least for 
the last 4 years (1996 to August 2000). They do not accept to be 
claimed as one of the major exporters disturbing the Indian market by 
selling at low prices. 

E. VIEWS OF THE EXPORTING GOVERNMENTS 


(a) Embassy of Republic of Hungary. New Delhi. 
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Based on the export statistics of Hungary there is no evidence 
that Methylene Chloride have been exported to India in the last 3 
years. 

(b) Taiwan 

(i) Their exports of Methylene Chloride to India is very limited. 
There were only few exports of Methylene Chloride to India in 1995 
and 1996. No exports of Methylene Chloride have been effected 
during January 1997 till May 2000. 

(ii) Under the provisions of WTO Agreement on safeguards with 
regard to application of safeguard measures they reserve theirright to 
be consulted before any safeguard duty is imposed. 

(c) European Commission. New Delhi 

(i) India is entitled to take safeguard action under Article XIX 
GATT 1994, which reads ‘Emergency Action on Imports of Particular 
Products’, and the WTO Agreement on Safeguards. These provisions 
permit WTO countries to take safeguard action in emergency 
situations where only the use of exceptional measures may remedy the 
serious injury caused by increased imports of a given product to a 
domestic industry. Safeguard measures should thus only be applied 
where no other remedy appears appropriate. Otherwise, the 
application of safeguard measures risks creating serious trade 
disturbances, notably trade diversion, and may lead to a dangerous 
proliferation of trade restrictive measures world-wide. Safeguard 
measures should not and cannot be used as an instrument to shield the 
Indian industry from normal and fair import competition in 
circumstances where no emergency action appears to be warrants. 

(ii) Safeguard measures may only apply to a product if such 
product is being imported in such increased quantities and under such 
conditions as to cause or threaten to cause serious injury to the 
domestic industry that produces like or directly competitive products. 
As a preliminary remark, the Commission notes that the Indian 
conclusion that prima facie imports of Methylene Chloride have 
threatened to cause serious injury to domestic producers of Methylene 
Chloride is not sufficiently substantiated. The scant information 
contained in the initiation notice and in the non-confidential version of 
the petition does not support such a conclusion, in particular having 
regard to the strict requirement of Article 4 (l)(b) of the WTO 
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Safeguard Agreement, which states that ‘A determination of the 
existence of a threat of serious injury shall be based on facts and not 
merely on allegations, conjecture or remote possibility. 

(iii) The application of safeguard measures, given their emergency 
nature, requires the existence of a substantial sharp increase in 
imports. The Commission doubts that import data provided by India 
justify any such conclusion.. The figure for year 1999-2000 of 13,500 
MT is an estimate provided by the petitioners and is not supported by 
any evidence or explanation. It is furthermore in contradiction with 
the figure provided by Kandla Port Trust, which is substantially lower 
(10,247 MT). Whatever the correct figure, the comparison with the 
import volumes back in 1996-97 i.e. 12,302 MT, certainly does not 
show a sharp increase of imports in absolute terms. The same applies 
if the percentage of imports relative to domestic production is taken 
into account (a fall from 79% in 1996-97 to 59% in 1999-2000), given 
that domestic production increased much more than imports in the 
same period. As regards the claim that prices of imports have been 
decreasing substantially in the period under consideration, the 
Commission notes that this reflects an overall world-wide trend which 
affects all producers of this commodity. In addition, the decreasing 
trend refers in particular to this product in form of bulk material. The 
Commission notes that around 25% of EC Exports to India are in 
drums, whose prices are much higher than bulk materials. 

(iv) The WTO Agreement on Safeguards requires that imports cause 
or threaten to cause serious injury to the domestic industry. Serious 
injury is defined in the Agreement as ‘a significant overall impairment 
in the position of a domestic industry’. The Notice of Initiation 
contains very little to prove that the injury was or would be serious. 
The conclusion of DG(SG) is based on two isolated considerations, 
that imports prices have declined in the period under consideration, 
following a world-wide trend and that the market share of domestic 
producers diminished by 10% between 1997-98 and 1999-2000. 
However, in the same context the investigating authority appears to 
have disregarded the fact the Indian market for these products 
increased substantially as also the capacity utilisation of the domestic 
producers during the said period. 

(v) The imports on Methylene Chloride have not increased in such 
a manner and under such conditions so as to threaten to cause serious 
injury to the Indian producers. In fact, the Commission submits that 
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all necessary conditions of substance and procedure for the 
application of safeguard measures required under Article XIX GATT 
1994 and the WTO Agreement on Safeguards do not appear present in 
this case. The Commission also considers that the imposition of 
provisional safeguard measures, as requested by the petitioners would 
not be justified, since the conditions provided by Article 6 of the 
Safeguard Agreement are not met. 

F. Findings 

1. (i) 1 have carefully gone through the case records and the 

replies filed by the domestic producers, users/importers, exporters and 
exporting governments. Submissions made by various parties and the 
issues arising there from are dealt with at appropriate places in the 
findings below. 

(ii) However, before discussing other issues, a preliminary issue 
concerning the information supplied by SRF needs to be addressed 
first. It has been claimed by some parties that there is no provision for 
including other domestic producers in the application and to accept 
information furnished by them after the initiation of investigation. In 
this regard they have also invited attention to the Safeguard Duty 
Rules concerning initiation of investigation, which requires the 
Director General to examine the accuracy and adequacy of evidence 
provided in the application and also the procedure prescribed in Rule 
6 and 7 etc. 

(iii) To consider this issue in its proper perspective, it will be 
necessary to consider the entire procedure of investigation as 
stipulated in the Safeguard Duty Rules. Rule 5 of the Safeguard Duty 
Rules (SGD Rules) which deals with initiation of investigation 
provides that: 

“Except as provided in sub-rule (4) the Director General shall, 
on receipt of a written application by or on behalf of the domestic 
producers of like article or directly competitive article, initiate an 
investigation to determine the existence of ‘serious injury’ or ‘threat 
of serious injury’ to the domestic industry, caused by the import of an 
article in such increased quantities, absolute or relative to domestic 
production.” 
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(iv) The term ‘domestic industry’ is defined under Section 8B of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as under: 

“Domestic industry” means the producers (i) as a whole of the 
like article or a directly competitive article in India; or (ii) whose 
collective output of the like article or a directly competitive article in 
India constitutes a major share of the total production of the said 
article in India” 

(v) Rule 5 also requires the Director General to examine the 
accuracy and adequacy of the evidence provided in the application. 
The principles that govern investigation are provided for in Rule 6. 

(vi) The investigation is thus required to be initiated after examining 
the accuracy and adequacy of the information provided by or on 
behalf of the domestic industry in the application. It is not necessary 
that the application must be filed by all the domestic producers, or 
that the producers who have not initially joined the application can not 
let their position be known thereafter. The notice of initiation sets the 
investigation process on. One of the purposes of the Notice of 
Initiation is to put all interested parties on notice. Even the parties not 
identified in the application can respond and join the investigation 
after initiation thereof. There is, therefore, nothing wrong in SRF 
joining the investigation on 23 rd October 2000 by extending their 
support to the domestic producers. The requirement of natural justice, 
however, is that response filed by them should neither give them any 
unfair advantage nor should cause prejudice to the interests of other 
parties. To ensure this SRF were specifically asked at the time of 
Public Hearing to submit their response to the Questionnaire by 13th 
November 2000 and comments thereon were allowed to be made by 
other parties by 27 th November 2000. Besides, it has been ensured 
that only such information is relied upon in this investigation, which 
passes the test of scrutiny. Information furnished by SRF which does 
not meet with the above requirement or which could not be subject to 
verification, such as, their cost of production has not been considered 
in the present investigation. Keeping this in view, the findings below 
are made. 

2. Product under Investigation 


(i) The product under investigation is Methylene Chloride, a 
solvent belonging to the Chloromethane family of solvents. The other 
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two products in the family are Chloroform and Carbon Tetrachloride. 
Methylene Chloride is a colourless volatile liquid with a chloroform 
like odour. Also known as Dichloro Methane, it has the chemical 
formula: CH2C12. 

(ii) There are basically two routes for producing Chloromethanes, 
i.e. either using Methane or Methanol as the basic raw material. The 
Methane based process uses thermal chlorination of Methane. The 
reaction between Chlorine and Methane, the natural gas constituent, in 
the presence of light or a catalyst, is the most important process in the 
manufacture of Chloromethanes. Depending upon the adjustment of 
the process parameters, the predominant yield is methyl chloride, 
which is recycled by chlorination to obtain Methylene Chloride. 
Proportionately smaller amounts of Chloroform and Carbon 
Tetrachloride are obtained in the process. Methane is mixed with 
chlorine and the reactor fitted with arc lamps to above atmospheric 
pressure and with the residence times controlled so that the chlorine is 
used up completely. Secondary Chlorination take place at ambient 
temperature in a light catalyzed reactor, which converts Methylene 
Chloride to Chloroform, and in other reactors Chloroform is similarly 
converted to Carbon Tetrachloride. 

(iii) In the Methanol route, methyl chloride is produced in the first 
stage of the reaction by hydro chlorination of methanol with hydrogen 
chloride. The second stage of the process involves either thermal 
chlorination or photo chlorination of methyl chloride to produce a 
mixture of all the four products; i.e. un-reacted methyl chloride. 
Methylene Chloride, Chloroform and Carbon Tetrachloride. The 
above products are subsequently separated and purified in the 
downstream towers, 

(iv) GACL produces Methylene Chloride using Methane route 
while Chemplast and SRF both use Methanol route to produce 
Methylene Chloride. 

(v) Methylene Chloride is used in the Photo films, bulk drugs and 
pharmaceutical industry. Methylene Chloride is also used in the 
manufacture of foam, resin casting, fumigants and agrochemicals. 

(vi) Methylene Chloride is classified under heading 2903.12 of the 
First Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and under 29031200 
of the Indian Trade Classification based on Harmonised Commodity 
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Description and Coding System. The above classification, however, 
is indicated for the purpose of convenience and in no way restricts the 
scope of the coverage of the product under investigation. 

(vii) There is no dispute about the domestically produced Methylene 
Chloride being a product alike the imported Methylene Chloride. 

3. Domestic Industry : 

(i) There are three domestic producers of Methylene Chloride 
namely (a) GACL (b) Chemplast and (c) SRF. 

(ii) GACL have an installed capacity of 21120 MT per annum to 
produce Chloromethane with 8910 MT per annum to produce 
Methylene Chloride. The installed capacity of Chemplast to produce 
Methylene Chloride was 6000 MT per annum till 1996-97, which has 
been increased to 13500 MT per annum in 1997-98 out of a total 
Chloromethane capacity of 30,000 MT per annum. As regards SRF, 
which started manufacturing Methylene Chloride only in 1997-98, the 
applicants claimed the installed capacity of SRF to be 4800 MT per 
annum to produce Methylene Chloride, out of a total capacity of 
21,000 MT per annum for the Chloromethane. In their letter dated 
November 9, 2000, however, SRF have stated their installed capacity 
of Chloromethane to be 18500 MT per annum and as per their design, 
they can produce upto 55% Methylene Chloride i.e. they have a 
capacity to produce 10,175 MT per annum of Methylene Chloride. 

(iii) In 1999-2000, GACL, Chemplast and SRF accounted for a 
production of 8721 MT, 14151 MT and 3266 MT of Methylene 
Chloride respectively. 

(iv) The application for imposition of safeguard duty on imports of 
Methylene Chloride was filed by GACL and Chemplast. SRF did not 
disclose its position at that time. Subsequently, however, SRF vide 
their letter dated 23.10.2000 have expressed their desire to support the 
applicants. At the time of Public Hearing on 07.11.2000, SRF were 
asked to file a reply to the Questionnaire for the domestic producers, 
which was submitted by them on 13.11.2000. 

(v) It is accordingly considered that the request for imposition of 
safeguard duty on Methylene Chloride has been made by the domestic 
industiy comprising of all the three domestic producers. 



4. Increased Imports; 


(i) Methylene Chloride is imported into India from Belgium, 
Brazil, P.R.China, Chinese Taipei, France, Germany, Hongkong, 
Hungary, Israel, Italy, Japan, the Netherlands, Russia, Spain, 
Switzerland, U.K. and U.S.A. 

(ii) The import duty (basic customs duty + surcharge, if any) on 
Methylene Chloride was 65% advalorem in 1994-95, which was 
brought down subsequently to 50% in 1995-96, 40% in 1996-97 and 
to 35% in 1997-98 before raising to 38.5% on 01.03.1999. The 
imports were allowed without any quantitative restrictions to enter 
into India from 1995-96 onwards. 

(iii) The Cif prices of imported Methylene Chloride during the 
period 1997-1999 and the prices of Chlorine and Methanol during the 
same period weie as under: 


Table-1 

(Prices in IJS $ PMT) 



01 

awl 

02 03 

04_ 

01 

J9S8- 
02_ 

03 

Oi 

OJL 

4999 

02 

03 

. 04 





Methylene 

Chloride 

678 

625 608 

661 

612 

590 

518 

521 . 

465 

386 

331 

317 

Chlorine 

135.3 

167.9 139.5 

160.2 

141.1 

93.58 

71.66 

28.4 

39.03 

63.56 

139 

209.2 

Methanol 

241 

211 196 

179 

118 

102 

98 

98 

98 

124 

124 

105 


It is seen from the above that while the prices of both the raw 
materials declined during the period from Q1 of 97 to Q4 of 98, they 
showed an increasing trend thereafter. The prices of Chlorine 
increased substantially thereafter during each of the quarter upto Q4 
of 1999 and the prices of Methanol also ruled higher as compared to 
Q4 98 prices. As against this the prices of Methylene Chloride kept 
with the trend of declining raw material prices during the period Q1 of 
1997 to Q4 of 1998 but did not rise thereafter keeping with the trend 
of rising raw material prices. Instead the CIF prices of Methylene 
Chloride kept on declining sharply from a level of US$ 521 PMT to 
US$ 317 PMT during the period Q4 of 1998 to Q4 of 1999. 

(iv) The imports of Methylene Chloride into India were 10776 MT 
in 1995-96, 12032 MT in 1996-97, 7390 MT in 1997-98 and 9296 MT 
in 1998-99. As regards 1999-2000, the applicants claimed the imports 
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to be 13500 MT on an estimated basis. They have submitted that the 
import figures for 1999-2000 were not available in Public Domain. 
According to them, out of the total imports of 9269 MT in 1998-99, 
6760 MT were imported through Kandla Port, which accounted for 
72.93% of the total imports of Methylene Chloride into the country. 
In 1999-2000, the imports of Methylene Chloride through Kandla, 
were 10247 MT. Assuming the same ratio of 73% of the total 
quantity of Methylene Chloride being imported through Kandla, the 
imports of Methylene Chloride in 1999-2000 worked out to about 
14050 MT. The applicants, however, claimed the imports of 
Methylene Chloride into India as 13500 MT during 1999-2000. 

(v) Various parties have questioned the quantum of imports of 
Methylene Chloride in 1999-2000 as estimated by the applicants. In 
this regard, it is observed that the Kandla Port Trust Authorities have 
confirmed imports, of 10247 MT of Methylene Chloride through 
Kandla Port in 1999-2000. Atofina have confirmed their imports for 
1999-2000 as 1727 MT, and another 800-1000 MT of Methylene 
Chloride being imported in drums in 1999-2000. Atofina, therefore, 
have claimed the total imports to be 12774 MT instead of 13500 MT. 
The import figures were however, verified through the DGCIS and the 
Customs authorities. According to the reports received from them, the 
country wise imports during 1999-2000were as under: 


Table-2 


Name of the 

Country 

Quantity 

(MT) 

Chinese 

Taipei 

40.248 

P.R.China 

20 124 

Denmark 

5.5 

France 

l727(As confirmed by 

Atofina) 

Germany 

4730,896 

Hongkong 

20.124 

The Netherlands 

1763.247 

South Africa 

25.378 

U.K.. 

5238.477 

U.S.A. 

100 

Total 

13670.994 


On the basis of above data it is observed that total imports of 
Methylene Chloride in 1999-2000 were 13670.994 MT. 
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(vi) The Table below indicates the figures of domestic production 
and imports of Methylene Chloride for the period 1995-96 to 1999- 
2000 . 


Tablc-3 


Year 

Domestic 
production (MT) 

Imports (MT) 

Imports as percentage 
of domestic production 

1995-96 

16340 

10776 

65.95 

1996-97 

15588 

12302 

78.92 

1997-98 

19111 

7390 

38.67 

1998-99 

25091 

9269 

36.94 

1999-2000 

26138 

13671 

52.30 


It is observed from the data tabulated above that the imports 
which were 10776 MT in 1995-96 increased to 12302 MT in 1996-97, 
declined subsequently to 7390 MT in 1997-98 but increased thereafter 
to 9269 MT in 1998-99 and to 13671 MT in 1999-2000. The imports 
of Methylene Chloride in India thus increased from 10776 MT in 
1995-96 to 13671 MT in 1999-2000. As compared to domestic 
production, however, the imports were about 66% in 1995-96, which 
decreased to 37% in 1998-99 but increased subsequently to 52.30% in 
1999-2000. 

(vii) It has been argued by various parties that imports of Methylene 
Chloride into India during 1995-96 to 1999-2000 can not be 
considered to meet with the requirement of increased imports as 
required under the law. In the context of increased imports it has also 
been argued that the increase in imports is to be considered keeping in 
mind the WTO Panel Report in the Argentina Footwear case. In this 
case, the Panel observed: 


“We believe that in assessing whether an end-point-to- 
end-point increase in imports satisfies the increased 
imports requirement of Article 2.1. the sensitivity of the 
comparison to the specific years used as the end-points 
is important as it might confirm or reverse the apparent 
initial conclusion. If changing the starting-point and/or 
ending point of the investigation period by just one year 
means that the comparison shows a decline in imports 
rather than an increase, this necessarily signifies an 
intervening decrease in imports rather than an increase, 
thus calling in to question the conclusion that there are 
increased imports.” 
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“If an increase in imports is in fact present this 
should be evident both in an end-point-to-end-point 
comparison and in analysis of the intervening trends 
over the period. That is the two analyses should be 
mutually reinforcing”. 

“The Agreement is clear that it is the data on 
import quantities, both in absolute terms and relative to 
the (quantity of) domestic production that are relevant in 
this context, in that the Agreement refers to imports “in 
such increased quantities” (emphasis added). Therefore, 
our evaluation will focus on the data on import 
quantities.” 

(viii) In regard to the requirement under the law, it is observed that 
Section 8B of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 empowers the 
Government to impose safeguard duty on an article, if it is satisfied 
that the article is imported into India in such increased quantities and 
under such conditions so as to cause or threatening to cause serious 
injury to domestic industry. Further, the term ‘increased quantity’ has 
been defined under the Customs Tariff (Identification and Assessment 
of Safeguard Duty) Rules, 1997 to include increase in imports 
whether in absolute terms or relative to domestic production. In the 
present case, on an end-point-to-end-point basis, there is undoubtedly 
an increase in the imports in absolute terms, compared to any previous 
years. The increasing trend of imports, reversed only in 1997-98 when 
it declined from 12302 MT to 7390 MT. There was, however, a 
significant development during this period, which has an important 
bearing on the analysis of increased imports. This development is 
concerning the production capacity of the domestic producers, being 
14910 MT till 1996-97 but increasing substantially in 1997-98 due to 
expansion of chloromethanes production capacity of Chemplast to 
30000 MT per annum which resulted in enhancement of their 
Methylene Chloride capacity from 6000 MT per annum to 13500 MT 
per annum, and setting up of Methylene Chloride manufacturing 
facility by SRF in 1997-98 with a total Chloromethanes capacity of 
14500 MT per annum. As a result of these developments, the 
domestic industry had a capacity to produce (22410 + 55% of 14500) 
30,385 MT per annum of Methylene Chloride in 1997-98. The sharp 
decline in imports in 1997-98 appears to be a consequence of this 
development. In the present case, therefore, the import trend 
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particularly for the period from 1997-98 to 1999-2000, reflects more 
realistically upon the current state of the domestic industry. 

(ix) During the period 1997-98 to 1999-2000, the imports of 
Methylene Chloride into India increased from 7390 MT in 1997-98 to 
9269 MT in 1998-99 and to 13671 MT in 1999-2000. The imports 
during this period, as compared to domestic production stood at 
38.67%, 36.94% and 52.30% respectively. The imports of Methylene 
Chloride into India, thus increased both in absolute term as well as 
compared to domestic production. 

(x) It has also been argued by some parties that it is necessary to 
evaluate whether t he increase is as a result of unforeseen 
developments and of the effect of obligations incurred bv India under 
the GATT. In the context of “as a result of unforeseen 
developments” attention has also been invited to the Hatters’ Fur case 
in which this expression was interpreted by the Working Party as 
under: 


“The term ‘unforeseen development’ should be interpreted to 
mean developments occurring after the negotiation of the relevant 
tariff concession which it would not be reasonable to expect that the 
negotiators of the country making the concession could and should 
have foreseen at the time when the concession was negotiated.” 

In regard to the term “unforeseen developments” both in the 
Argentina Footwear case and in Korean Dairy Products case the 
Appellate Body observed that: 

“To determine the meaning of the clause “as a result of 
unforeseen developments and of the effect of the obligations incurred 
by a Member under this Agreement, including tariff concessions”... 
in sub-paragraph (a) of Article XIX: 1, we must examine these words 
in their ordinary meaning, in their context and in light of the object 
and purpose of Article XIX. We look first to the ordinary meaning of 
these words. As to the meaning of “unforeseen developments”, we 
note that the dictionary definition of “unforeseen”, particularly as it 
relates to the word “developments”, is synonymous with 
“unexpected”. “Unforeseeable”, on the other hand, is defined in the 
dictionaries as meaning “unpredictable” or “incapable of being 
foreseen, foretold or anticipated” (emphasis added). Thus, it seems to 
us that the ordinary meaning of the phrase “ as a result of unforeseen 
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developments” requires that the developments which led to a product 
being imported in such increased quantities and under such conditions 
as to cause or threaten to cause serious injury to domestic producers 
must have been “unexpected”. With respect to the phrase “of the 
effect of the obligations incurred by a Member under this Agreement, 
including tariff concessions”, we believe that this phrase simply 
means that it must be demonstrated, as a matter of fact, that the 
importing Member has incurred obligations under the GATT 1994, 
including tariff concessions ( emphasis added). Here, we note that the 
Schedules annexed to the GATT 1994 are made an integral part of 
Part-1 of that Agreement, pursuant to paragraph 7 of Article II of the 
GATT 1994. Therefore, any concession or commitment in a 
Member’s Schedule is subject to the obligations in Article II of the 
GATT 1994.” 

The Appellate Body has thus distinguished between 
‘unforeseen’ and ‘unforeseeable’. They have held ‘unforeseen 
developments’ to be synonymous with ‘unexpected developments'. 
The phrase which it would not be reasonable to expect that the 
negotiators of the country making the concession could and should 
have foreseen at the time when the concession was negotiated”, 
however, appears to set different standard which fall more in the 
realm of “unforeseeable”, which the Appellate Body has distinguished 
from “unforeseen”. 

(xi) As regards the developments that have resulted in increased 
imports, the applicants have mentioned that the general use of 
Methylene Chloride as a paint stripper, is now being restricted due to 
stringent European and American Environmental regulations. 
Consequently, the European producers have started looking at markets 
for their surplus production. They have also produced a copy of 
‘Final Rule’ effective April 10, 1997 issued by the Occupational 
Safety and Health Administration (OSHA), USA in support of their 
contention. Besides, in the past, the surplus production was diverted 
to the South East Asian Markets, which due to set back in their 
economics started finding its way to other markets, including India. It 
has also been accepted by some parties that, “the period that shows 
reduction in prices coincided with the lowest price of raw materials in 
recent memory. Coupled with the South Asian Crisis, the prices were 
reduced globally.” It has been argued by some parties that the 
petitioners allege that domestic sales are decreasing in Europe as a 
result of environmental regulations, however, proof is provided of 
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OSHA Regulations, which pertains to the US. In this regard it is 
observed that while it is a matter of fact that OSHA Regulations 
pertain to the US, the applicants have produced a copy of E.C.S.A. 
(European Chlorinated Solvent Association) Bulletin of August 2000 
giving details of European Solvent Sales in 1999. It clearly mentions 
that “the Western European market for virgin chlorinated solvents 
totaled 303,000 tonnes in 1999, a decrease of 1.6% compared to 1998, 
according to combined ECSA sales data and Eurostat-import figures.” 
It further reports “the influence of the VOC or Solvent Emissions 
Directive largely explains decreasing Western European chlorinated 
solvent sales volume. It must be implemented in EU member-states 
by April-2001 when new installations will have to meet stringent 
emission limits. All new investments are already taking these limits 
into account” 

The ECSA Bulletin also reveals that the Methylene Chloride 
sales which increased from 141 thousand MT in 1996 to 151 thousand 
MT in 1997, stabilized thereafter to 150 thousand MT in 1998 and 
1999. From the above discussion, it is evident that use of Methylene 
Chloride has been regulated not only in the US but also in the Europe. 

Besides, it is a matter of fact that while the domestic industry 
has been opened to face competition from global producers, it lacks 
provision of international competitive environment for the factors 
responsible for production at internationally competitive prices. It is 
common knowledge that power, fuel and financing could not be made 
available in India at prices compared to international levels. The 
increase in imports clearly is a result of all these unexpected 
developments. 

(xii) As regard the obligations incurred by India in respect of 
Methylene Chloride it is appropriate to mention that Methylene 
Chloride is one of the products in respect of which India has, inter 
alia, incurred the obligation of both providing tariff concessions by 
including it in its Schedule of Concession and unrestricted 
importability i.e. allowing imports of Methylene Chloride without any 
quantitative restrictions. 

(xiii) In view of the above analysis, it is observed that Methylene 
Chloride has been imported into India in increased quantities. The 
imports of Methylene Chloride have increased both in absolute terms 
as well as compared to domestic production, particularly during 
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1997-98 to 1999-2000, which is the period that reflects more 
realistically on the current status of the domestic industiy. The 
imports have increased as a result of unexpected developments and of 
the effect of obligations incurred by India. 

5. Serious Injury : 

(a) It has been argued by some parties that it is not adequate that 
imports must be increased, but the imports ‘must also be made under 
such conditions so as to cause or threaten to cause serious injury. In 
this regard reliance has been placed upon the Panel Report in 
Argentina Footwear case which states: 

“In our view, the phrase “under such conditions” does not 
constitute a specific legal requirement for a price analysis separate and 
apart from the increased import, injuty and causation analyses 
provided for in Article 4.2 We consider that Article 2.1 sets forth the 
fundamental legal requirements (i.e. the conditions) for application of 
a safeguard measure, and that Article 4.2 then further develops the 
operational aspects of these requirements. We believe that the phrase 
“under such conditions” would indicate the need to analyze the 
conditions of competition between the imported product and domestic 
like or directly competing products in the importing country’s 
market.” 

(b) Clause 6(c) of Section 8B of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, 
defines ‘serious injury’ to mean an injury causing significant overall 
impairment in the position of a domestic industry and Sub-clause (d) 
defines ‘threat of serious injury’ to mean a clear and imminent danger 
of serious injury. Further in determining whether increased imports 
have caused or threatening to cause serious injury to a domestic 
industry, the Annex to the Safeguard Duty Rules requires the Director 
General to evaluate all relevant factors of an objective and 
quantifiable nature having a bearing on the situation of that industry, 
in particular, the rate and amount of increase in imports of the article 
concerned in absolute and relative terms, the share of the domestic 
market taken by increased imports, changes in the level of sales, 
production, productivity, capacity utilisation, profits and losses and 
employment. These factors are analysed below: 

(I) Production: The production of Methylene Chloride by the 
domestic producers was 16340 MT in 1995-96. Except for a small 
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decline in 1996-97 to 15588 MT, the domestic production increased 
thereafter to 19111 MT in 1997-98, 25091 MT in 1998-99 and to 
26138 MT in 1999-2000. The domestic production in 1997-98 
increased by 3523 MT or 22.6% over 1996-97. In 1998-99, the 
domestic production increased by 5980 MT or 31.3% over 1997-98. 
In 1999-2000, however, the domestic production increased by 1047 
MT only i.e. by about 4.2% over 1998-99. 

(II) Capacity Utilisation: The domestic industry had a capacity to 
produce 14910MT per annum of Methylene Chloride in 1995-96 and 
1996-97. Chemplast, however, expanded their Chloromethanes 
capacity to 30,000 MT per annum and SRF also set up their 
Chloromethanes plant in 1997-98. As a result, the capacity of the 
domestic industry increased to 30,385 MT per annum in 1997-98. 
Owing to further improvement made by SRF, the capacity has 
increased to (22410 + 10175) 32585 MT per annum in 1998-99 and 
1999-2000. During the years 1995-96 to 1999-2000, the total 
domestic production was 16340 MT, 15588 MT, 19111 MT, 25091 
MT and 26138 MT respectively. The capacity utilisation of the 
domestic industry, therefore, was 109.6%, 104.5%, 62.9%, 77% and 
80.2% respectively. The domestic industry, thus suffered a loss in 
capacity utilisation in the period 1997-98 to 1999-2000 as compared 
to 1995-97, but during 1997-98 to 1999-2000, it showed an 
improvement in capacity utilisation from 62.9% to 80,2%. 

(III) Sales 

(i) The Table below gives the figures of domestic sales of 
Methylene Chloride by the three domestic producers for the period 
from 1995-96 to 1999-2000. 

Table-4 

Domestic Sales in MT 


Year 

GACL 

Chemplast 

SRF 

Total 

1995-96 

9273 

6092 


15365 

1996-97 

9002 

5617 


14619 

1997-98 

7459 

9156 

1583 

18198 

1998-99 

8207 

12355 

2405 

22967 

1999-2K 

8152 

12822 

3307 

24281 
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From the data tabulated above, it is observed that the domestic 
sales of the domestic industry have increased from 15365 MT in 
1995-96 to 24281 MT in 1999-2000. 

(ii) The apparent domestic consumption during the period, 
however, was as given in Table below: 

Table-5 

Apparent Domestic Consumption (MT) 


Year 

Domestic Sales 

Imports 

Apparent Domestic 
Consumption 

1995-96 

15365 

10776 

26141 

1996-97 

14619 

12302 

26921 

1997-98 

18198 

7390 

25588 

1998-99 

22967 

9269 

32236 

1999-2000 

24281 

13671 

37952 


From the data tabulated above, it is observed that the apparent 
domestic consumption was on an average 26217 MT per annum 
during the period 1995-96 to 1997-98, which increased substantially 
in 1998-99. As compared to the immediately preceding year 1997-98, 
the apparent domestic consumption in 1998-99, increased by 6648 
MT or by about 26%. The domestic sales also registered a similar 
growth of 26.2% over 1997-98. In 1999-2000, however, the apparent 
domestic consumption increased by 17.73% but the domestic sales 
increased only by 5.72%. The domestic sales thus did not grow 
keeping pace with the growth in apparent domestic consumption. 
Even the small growth of 5.72% in domestic sales was achieved only 
by drastically reducing the sale price by the domestic producers. 

(iii) The net sales value in the case of GACL declined from 
Rs.30121 PMT in 1998-99 to Rs.20927 PMT in 1999-2000 or by 
about 30%. In the case of Chemplast, the net sales value declined 
from Rs.25117 PMT in 1998-99 to Rs.20344 PMT in 1999-2000 i.e. 
by about 19% and in the case of SRF, the net sales value declined 
from Rs.23120 PMT (sales in tankers) to Rs.l 8750 PMT respectively 
i.e. by about 19%. It is thus observed that the domestic producers 
could not keep their share in the apparent domestic consumption and 
the small growth which they achieved was as a result of decline in 
sales prices by about 19% to 30%. 
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(IV) Stocks 

The closing stock of the three domestic producers was 289 MT 
in 1995-96 which increased to 376 MT in 1996-97 and to 515 MT in 
1997-98 before declining to 196 MT in 1998-99. In 1999-2000, 
however, the closing stocks increased to the highest level of 580 MT. 

(V) Employment 

All the three domestic producers have reported no loss in 
employment. 

(VI) Productivity 

The domestic producers also have registered no loss of 
productivity i.e. production per employee on account of the fact that 
production has increased during the period from 1997-98 to 1999-200 
and there is no loss of employment. 

(VII) Profitability 

The reduced sales realisation had its effect on the profitability 
of the three domestic producers as far as their Methylene Chloride 
operations were concerned. In the case of GACL, their profit on 
Methylene Chloride has fallen drastically in 1998-99 and turned into 
losses in the year 1999-2000, as verified from the sales realisation and 
cost of production data. Similarly, in the case of Chemplast also, 
profit in 1998-99 has turned into losses in 1999-2000. Thus both the 
applicant companies which were making profits on their Methylene 
Chloride operation have incurred losses in 1999-2000. 

(c) From the above analysis, it is observed that while the domestic 
industry registered an improvement in production, capacity utilisation 
and productivity, they lost their market share, suffered lower sales 
realisations, profits turning into losses and building up of some 
stocks. Further, the domestic producers, in order to distribute the 
fixed costs and thus minimize the injury, had to operate at optimum 
levels which in no way appears to be a reflection of their improved 
performance. Some of the parties have argued that price is not an 
important factor in the injury analysis in safeguard cases. This is, 
however, not tenable. In fact, price at which the goods are sold in the 
domestic market is one of the most important factors having a bearing 
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on the injury suffered by it. Section 8B of the Customs Tariff Act, 
1975 which empowers the Central Govt, to impose safeguard duty 
stipulates that “if the Central Govt., after conducting such enquiry as 
it deems fit, is satisfied that any article is imported into India in such 
increased quantities and under such conditions so as to cause or 
threatening to cause serious injury to domestic industry, then it may, 
be notification in the Official Gazette, impose a safeguard duty on that 
article”. It is amply clear from a plain reading of this Section that 
conditions under which the increased imports take place needs to be 
investigated for imposition of safeguard duty and, therefore, price at 
which imports entered into India needs surely to be looked into as 
price is one of the most important factor that needs consideration in 
taking a decision to source material. In determination of serious injur}' 
or threat thereof, the law requires an examination of change in level of 
sales, profitability etc. of the domestic producers. These factors 
undoubtedly depend upon the prices of competing products and in that 
context import prices do become relevant and require an examination, 
specially to assess their effect on the domestic situation. 

In view of the above, the domestic producers of Methylene 
Chloride are under a threat of serious injury if the imports of 
Methylene Chloride are allowed unabated. 

6. Cause of Iniurv: 

(i) As regards the cause of injury, it is observed that the CIF 
import prices of Methylene Chloride have been declining during 
1997-98 through 1999-2000. The CIF price which was 678 US$ PMT 
in the First Quarter of 1997, declined to 625 US$ PMT in the Second 
Quarter; 608 US$ PMT in the Third Quarter of 1997. In the last 
Quarter of 1997, the price increased to US$ 661 PMT but declined 
again to 612 IJS$ PMT in the First Quarter of 1998. The CIF import 
prices declined sharply thereafter from US$ 590 PMT in the Second 
Quarter of 1998 to US$ 518 PMT in the Third Quarter of 1998, US$ 
465 PMT in the First Quarter of 1999, to US$ 386 PMT, US$ 331 
PMT and US$ 317 PM f in the Second, Third and the last Quarter of 
1999. In the First Quarter of 2000. the CIF import prices declined 
further to US $ 270 to 275. In terms of Rs. PMT the CIF prices 
declined from Rs. 14545 in the Second Quarter of 1999 to Rs. 13626 
in the Fourth Quarter of 1999. At the same time the imports of 
Methylene Chloride into India kept on increasing. The imports of 
Methylene Chloride, which were 7390 MT in 1997-98 increased to 



( MTH 11—^TTT3(i)] 




63 


9269 MT in 1998-99 and to 13671 MT in 1999-2000. The imports 
thus increased by about 25.3% in 1998-99 over 1997-98 and by about 
47.5% in 1999-2000 over 1998-99. As compared to this increase in 
imports, the domestic production in 1998-99 increased by 32.4% over 
1997-98 but in 1999-2000 [he production increased by only 4.2%. 
The domestic producers tried to maintain their share in the apparent 
domestic consumption by reducing their sale prices. The net sales 
value in the case of GACL declined from Rs.30,121 PMT in 1998-99 
to Rs.20,927 PMT. In the case of C.hemplast, the net sales value 
declined from Rs.25117 PMT in 1998-99 to Rs.20344 PMT in 1999- 
2000. In the case of SRF it declined from Rs.23120 PMT (tanker 
sales) in 1998-99 to Rs. 18750 PMT (tanker sale) in 1999-2000. In 
spite of this sharp decline in sales price, the domestic producers could 
not retain their market share. In 1999-2000, the apparent domestic 
consumption increased by 1 7.73% but the domestic producers could 
register a growth of oply 5.72%. They lost a share of (117.73% X 
22976 - 24281) 2769 MT in 1999-2000. The market share lost by 
them was gained by the imports, which increased by an additional 
(13671 - 9269x117.73%) 2759 MT. 

(ii) The injury to the domestic producers of Methylene Chloride has 
thus been caused by the increased imports of Methylene Chloride. It 
has been argued by some parties that if the cause of injury to domestic 
producers was cheaper imports, it does not hold good any longer as 
the import prices of Methylene Chloride have shown substantial 
improvement currently, that is. in the later half of 2000. It has been 
submitted that the current CIF prices for Methylene Chloride are US$ 
450 PMT and as per the applicants own submission the non injurious 
price was US$ 350 PMT. 

(iii) In this, regard, it is observed that the current CIF prices of 
Methylene Chloride can not be the basis for arriving at a decision 
since this is post investigation pripe having no bearing on the prices 
prevailing during the period under consideration. The import prices 
may have increased due to various factors, which would also 
influence the domestic cost of production. It is neither practicable nor 
desirable to base the findings on post investigation prices. 

(iv) Some parties have also argued in favour of a trigger price 
mechanism i.e. safeguard duty be imposed only on imports entering at 
a price lower than a reference price. This, suggestion, however, does 
not appear to be legally tenable in the context of safeguard 
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investigation as that would give it a colour of a price based measure 
where the low priced imports, although not unfair, would get 
discriminated and charged to safeguard duty, whereas the higher 
priced imports would not attract safeguard duty. This does not appear 
to meet with the objectives of safeguard measures which encourages 
the domestic producers to make efforts to become competitive, rather 
than encouraging inefficiency for the domestic industry or for the 
exporters. The trigger price mechanism on the contrary penalises the 
efficient foreign producers, while encouraging the inefficient 
producers. 

7. Adjustment Plan 

(i) The applicants have submitted a restructuring plan indicating 
details of efforts being taken and planned to be taken to make a 
positive adjustment to improve their competitiveness. The applicants 
have stated that they have been regularly upgrading their technology 
and de-bottlenecking their manufacturing facilities with the objective 
of reducing the operative cost per unit of Methylene Chloride, 

(ii) M/s. GACL had initially claimed that the reduction in the cost 
of Methylene Chloride per MT would be on following accounts: 

(a) Savings on account of packaging 

(b) Substituting use of furnace oil with natural gas to achieve 
reduction in cost of steam, and 

(c) Substituting Naptha with natural gas and wheeling of power to 
reduce the cost of production 

(iii) It has specifically been stated by GACL in their application that 
the replacement of Naptha with natural gas will be achieved in the 
next 12 months and GACL will be in a position to reduce the cost of 
production of Methylene Chloride by about Rs.(confidential)PMT 
over a period of 3 years. Similarly, Chemplast had stated that by 
drawing power from captive generation they will achieve a saving of 
Rs.(confidential)PMT of Methylene Chloride. In their response to the 
questionnaire and written submissions made during the Public 
Hearing, GACL have stated that Chlorine and power cost are the 
major inputs for manufacture of Methylene Chloride. In order to cut 
down Chlorine cost they have tied up with M/s. Gujarat Sate 
Petroleum Corporation for supply of natural gas to enable them 
change over to natural gas from Naphtha as a feedstock for their 
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90MW captive power plant being operated in Dahej. They have 
proposed wheeling the low cost power from Dahej to Baroda plant 
which will help them to reduce the power cost and as a sequel the cost 
of Chlorine and in turn cost of Methylene Chloride. They have also 
stated that reduction in power cost will reduce the cost of power 
consumed in the manufacture of Methylene Chloride. Besides, they 
have also stated that they are making efforts to reduce the packing 
cost and discussing with various financial institutions to bring down 
the cost of their borrowing which is expected to bring down the cost 
of Methylene Chloride further. Similarly, Chemplast have stated that 
they propose to operate their plant at lower molar ratio so as to 
maximize production of Methylene Chloride. They have stated this 
would result in a cost saving of Rs.(confidential)PMT and further they 
anticipate reduction in cost of Methylene Chloride to the extent of 
Rs.(confidential) by importing Methanol at Cochin instead of at 
Kandla. The domestic producers, therefore, requested for imposition 
of safeguard duty for a period of three years. 

(iv) The adjustment plans furnished by the applicants have been 
examined. In view of die fact that most of the imported Methylene 
Chloride arrives in tankers, price comparison needs to be made for 
Methylene Chloride sold in bulk. The cost reduction efforts on 
account of packaging have, therefore, to be excluded. Besides, 
imposition of safeguard duty for three years needs to be considered in 
its right perspective. It is considered after due analysis of the 
restructuring plan, and keeping in view the possibility of 
implementation of the plans, protection for a shorter duration of one 
year alone should be adequate for the domestic producers to prevent 
occurrence of serious injury. 

8. Public interest: 

(i) Some of the parties have argued that imposition of safeguard 
duty would not serve any public interest. On the contrary imposition 
of safeguard duty would place a major cost burden on a number of 
end user industry, in particular, bulk drug manufacturers and would 
ultimately result in increased costs for consumers of their products. 
However, the applicants have stated that the impact of cost of 
Methylene Chloride would be negligible vis-a-vis the final formulated 
product price, to be paid for by the consuming public. 
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(ii) In this regard, it is observed that the expression ‘public interest’ 
does not cover in its ambit consumer interest alone. It is a much 
wider term, which covers in its ambit the general social welfare taking 
into account the larger community interest. While the imposition of 
safeguard duty may result in increased cost of imported Methylene 
Chloride in the hand of buyers and therefore, it may also affect the 
end products manufactured therefrom, it is important to keep in mind 
the objective of imposition of safeguard duty. The purpose of 
imposition of safeguard duty is to provide time to the domestic 
industry to make positive adjustment to meet with the new situation of 
competition offered by the increased imports. The imposition of 
safeguard duty, for the period and to the extent just adequate, would, 
therefore, not only minimize the adverse effect, if any, for the 
customers but also allow them a wider choice to source their 
requirements, and at competitive prices. The domestic producers who 
have set up plants with huge public investments provide employment 
to a large number of people and make valuable contribution to the 
national economy. Safeguard duty', which would enable the domestic 
producers to survive in the face of competition offered by the 
increased imports, will, therefore, also be in the long term interest of 
the buyers of Methylene Chloride as well as of the buyers of products 
manufactured therefrom. It is, therefore, considered that imposition of 
safeguard duty on Methylene Chloride will be in the public interest. 

9. Provisional Safeguard Duty 

In view of the fact that after completing the investigations final 
findings are being issued in this case, it is not considered necessary to 
record any preliminary findings for the purpose of imposition of 
provisional safeguard duty. 

10. Share of Countries in Exports to India 

On the basis of information as verified, in regard to imports of 
Methylene Chloride into India during the period 1999-2000, the share 
of various countries in India’s imports were as under: 
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Table-6 


Country/Territory 

Imports 

(MT) 

%age 

share 

Chinese Taipei 

40.248 

0.29 

P.R.China 

20.124 

0.15 

Denmark 

5.5 

0.04 

France 

1727 

12.63 

Germany 

4730.896 

34.60 

Flongkong 

20.124 

0.15 

Tire Netherlands 

1763.247 

12.90 

South Africa 

25.378 

0.18 

U.K. 

5238.477 

38.33 

IJ.S.A. 

100 

0.73 

Total 

13670.994 

100 


11. Conclusion and Recommendation 

(i) In view of the findings above, it is concluded that increased 
imports of Methylene Chloride into India have threatened to cause 
serious injury to the domestic producers of Methylene Chloride and it 
will be in the Public interest to impose safeguard duty for a period of 
one year on imports of Methylene Chloride into India. 

(ii) In arriving at the amount of safeguard duty that would be 
adequate to prevent serious injury to the domestic industry and to 
facilitate positive adjustment, weighted average cost of production 
(bulk) for GACL and CSL has been taken into account for the entire 
period 1999-2000, being more reflective of the true costs for the 
whole year. The domestic producers have claimed a certain amount 
of profit on the basis of expected return on capital employed etc. 
However, a lower profit (confidential) has been considered 
appropriate and allowed. Similarly the CIF import prices of 
Methylene Chloride have also been considered on weighted average 
basis for the last six months i.e. October 1999 - March 2000. 
Adjustment has been made in the CIF import price for landing 
charges. The extent of protection has also been considered on the 
basis of benefit likely to occur from the restructuring of the domestic 
industry, and only the minimum level of protection is being 
recommended that would facilitate the domestic industry to make a 
positive adjustment. Accordingly, it is recommended that safeguard 
duty be imposed on import of Methylene Chloride into India at the 
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rate specified below at advalorem basis for a period of one year as 
under being the minimum necessary for the protection of the domestic 
industry from the serious injury threatened to be caused by the 
increased imports of Methylene Chloride. 


Level of total 
protection 
recommended % 

Existing 
protection % 

Safeguard duty 

recommended % 

(2H1) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

38.5+ 11 

38.5 

11 
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